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ITovonbor 11, 1371 



Honorable John E. Hunt 
ttounc of Representatives 
Washington, D, C* 205X5 <0 



fly dear Congressman: 



I have had occasion to read your remarks 
in the tlovombnr 9th Congressional Record rcqardincr 
the xnachinationc of this Bureau 1 ^ "judcran'* at 
Princeton University on October 29th and 3 nth, I 
an indeed appreciative of your rerarka concerninq 
this natter and an most grateful for your havinq 
brought to the attention of yoxvc col lexemes the 
backqround of thoco individuals* 

Your continuing staunch aupport ,ic Font 
encouraging and poans a qrcat deal to ray associates 
and no* - 

Sincerely yours 

j; Edgar Hoover ^ j, _ //J ? ,f / 

/ 



MAILED 20 

NOV I1 1971 
FBI 



REC-12 



1 - Nev?ark 

1 - Mr. M. A. Jones - Enclosure (detached) 



3g NOV ;io ]; 



NOTE: We enjoy cordial relations with Congressman Eun-t- L 
(R-New Jersey) . Hunt is a graduate of the 34th Session 
of the FBI National Academy (January - March, 1947) . 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore fMr. Ksz) . 
Under a previous order of the House, 
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
Hunt) is recognized for 60 minutes, 

GENERAL I^AVE 

Mr. HUNT. Mr, Speaker, t ask unani- 
mous consent that all Members may have 
5 legislative days in which tc extend their 
remarks and include extraneous matter 
on the subject of this special order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from New Jersey? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HUNT, Mr. Speaker, the much 
publicized conference on the role of the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation in 
American life, announced last spring 
during the height of the spleen -venting 
charges against the FBI, drew some 50 
plus radical lawyers, journalists, schol- 
ars and former Justice Department staff 
members to the Princeton University 
campus on October v 29 and 30, 

Cosponsored by the New York-based 
Committee for Public Justice and Prince- 
ton's Woodrow Wilson School of Public 
and International Affairs, the 2-day 
anti~FBI conference was bihed as a 
"nonpartisan, scholarly effort to under- 
stand the structure of the FBI and its 
powers and role in American society/' 
Among the organizers who represented 
the committee lor public justice, it was 
indicated that the committee was formed 
about a year ago as an organization of 
private citizens concerned that the Na- 
tion "had entered a period of political 
repression/' and was reported that the 
conference was held at Princeton Univer- 
sity "in an atmosphere removed from the 
pressure of politics/* Despite the oft- 
repeated use of the words "scholarly/' 
"serious," and "objective/' it was evident 
from the character of the participants 
and the nature of their presentation that 
the FBI was to be dismembered and dis- 
credited as an effective and efficient law 
enforcement agency. In the fact of this 
obvious bias, there was no choice but 
for FBI Director J. Edgar Hoover to de- 
cline the invitation for an FBI represen- 
tative to "strongly defend the Bureau and 
its role/' In the words of the Director: 

We are declining in view of our serious 
doubt that any worthwhile purpose could be 
served 'by on FBI representative attending 
an inquiry casting him In the role of de- 
fendant before even the first fact is brought 
out, and condemned by the "Judges" before 
trial begins. 

The three conference chairmen presid- 
ing over the conference sessions were Dr. 
W. Duane Lockard, chairman of Prince- 
ton's Department of Politics, and two 
members of the Executive Council of the 
Committee for Public Justice, Dean 
Burke Marshall, deputy dean of the -Yale 
University Law School, and Prof. Nor- 
man Dorsen, professor of law at the New 
York University Law School. All of these 
men are characterized by their leftist 
politics. For example, showing his pred- 
iction for new left "scholarship/' 
Professor Lockard had his two daughters 
go to Cuba with the. admittedly pro-Com- 

It -It -O' 



munJsfc, radical venceremos brigade. He 
was the "guy with the idea" for the con- 
ference. Burl:e Marshall, on the other 
hand, was a liberal pawn of the Ken- 
nedy administration and Norman Dor- 
sen is the general counsel for the ''any- 
thing goes" American Civil Liberties 
Union. 

The credentials of these men, which do 
nothing to inspire confidence as to their 
objective abilities, are overshadowed, 
however, by the actual participants who 
prepared papers for presentation to the 
conference who were rewarded by the 
handsome sum of .$1,000 each. 

Among them was Frank Donnen a New 
York lawyer, who professed to be a pro- 
fessional in the use of informers. Donner 
has defended numerous Communist 
party functionaries tried for violations of 
the Smith Act of 1940 and\ in 1956, he 
invoked the fifth amendment against 
self -incrimination 33 times when ques- 
tioned regarding his past Communist af- 
filiations or whether he knew certain 
people as Communists. 

Robert Sherrill was reported in the 
press as having given "a semi -hysterical 
account of J. Edgar Hoover" in his pres- 
entaton on "the Selling: of the FBI/' 
Anions the list of SherrnTs credentials 
is his position as the Washington editor 
of the Nation and original editor of May- 
day, a magazine self described as "dedi- 
cated to revolutionary journalism" and 
described by the New York Times as "a 
four-pa^e weekly tabloid oriented toward 
muckraking and radical politics/* Sher- 
rill also distinguished himself as the 
author of unflattering biographies of 
President Johnson— "the accidental 
President"— and Vice President Hum- 
phrey— "the drug store liberal". 

The credibility of Pi ed Cook, who pre- 
pared a paper on the FBI and organized 
crime might be judged in light of Cook r s 
past as a reporter for the New York 
World-Telegram and Sun when he was 
discharged for fabricating a newsstory 
with respect to the alleged corruption of 
a New York City official. 

Vern Countryman, now a professor of 
law at Harvard University, has a past 
which reflects upon his ability to be ob- 
jective and detached from a political ap- 
proach to the issues. A past member of 
the National Lawyers Guild, cited by the 
former House Un-American Activities 
Committee and the Senate Internal Secu- 
rity Subcommittee as a Communist front. 
Countryman once urged clemency for 
Ethel and Julius Rosenberg, convicted 
and executed Soviet spies. He has also 
been an official of the national committee 
to abolish the House Un-American Ac- 
tivities Committee, now known as the 
House Internal Security Committee, and 
has been active in behalf of the Angela 
Davis legal defense fund. 

The FBI as a Political Police was pre- 
pared by none other than "lazy" Stone, 
also publisher of his own independent 
and radical newsletter. Stone has fre- 
quently criticized moves to curb subver- 
sive activities in the United States and 
has been active in movements to abolish 
the former House Committee on Un- 
American Activities. 

Among the so-called "Insiders", for- 
mer FBI agents, Wililiaxn Turner pre- 



yed a paper on An Insider's VitiW of the 
Turner, still bitter about his dis- 
mal from the FBI*on the jjrounds tfcat 
li$ lacked the truthfulness, accuracy* and 
responsibility required of an FBI agent, 
can hardly be looked to as a fountain of 
truth. He might have been vindicated 
had the courts ordered his reinstatement, 
but after a long legal battle, the U.S. 
Supreme Court refused to hear his case 
after his dismissal had been affirmed by 
the Court of Appeals for the District of 
Columbia, 

I could go on and on citing the creden- 
tials of the conference participants, but 
as reflected by this sampling, it would 
only serve to fortify my view that the 
conference could scarcely approach this 
sensitive subject, controversial as it is r 
with the scholarly, serious, or objective 
nonpartisan interest claimed by its or- 
ganizers. In fact, of the 55 participants, 
only two were admitted to be in defense 
of the FBI. In short, there was no bal- 
ance; the conference was a flop in terms 
of putting the powers and role of the FBI 
in American life in prespective. I would 
caution, however, that the record being 
built by these subscribers to the radical 
politics of the new left is derisive; it is 
designed to undermine public confidence 
in the finest law enforcement agency in 
this country, and it can be counted on to 
be used time and time again by radical 
sympathizers in the hope that the repeti- 
tion of the fiction will eventually come to 
be recognized as the truth. In essence, it 
is the purpose of this special order today 
to put this conference in its proper 
perspective so that the rantings and rav- 
ings of the committee for public justice 
that can be expected to continue will not 
be the only basis upon which our citizens 
can make their own independent judg- 
ment. 

Mr. Speaker, there is yet another as- 
pect of this conference that is deserving 
of mention: namely, student reaction. 
Undergraduates for <a Stable America — 
U.S.A. — is an organization of respon- 
sible Princeton University xmdergrad- . 
uates dedicated to protecting and main- 
taining an atmosphere of academic free- 
dom and academic balance at Princeton* 
Viewing the TBI conference as a "biased 
condemnation of the bureau under the 
guise of nonpartisan, objective scholar- 
ship/' the U.S.A. group expressed its 
deep concern that "Princeton is doing 
an injustice to its prestigious name and 
the scholarly pursuit of truth by co- 
sponsoring such a biased convocation." 

As if to add insult to injury, the con- 
ference was apparently well financed 
and at least partially subsidized by the 
taxpayers in the form of income tax de- 
ductions. From the October 30 issue of " 
the Washington Post, I quote verbatim: ■ 

Authors of the 13 individual papers tlias 
form the basis for the conference were paid 
SI. 000 each. They are also Included anions* 
the- 55 participants who were paid travel <*>nk 
living expenses for the meeting. 

One organizer said: 

The total budget for the conference is 
$20,000, two -thirds of which was donated by 
an anonymous New York couple. He said 
their §20,000 donation was tax deductible 
because it went to Princeton but ^as eiix* 
marked* for conference expenses. The balance 
of the funding came from two 65,000 grants 
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toy the Field and New World foundations. New 
York-based groups which. usually fund lib- 
eral study groups. 

Mr. Speaker, while ostensibly a schol- 
arly effort to study the powers and role 
of the FBI in American society, it is evi- 
dent from the nature of the materials 
presented that their authors intended 
to castigate the FBI and*its Director. Per- 
haps the real purpose served by the con- 
ference, however, was to alert people to 
the increasingly sophisticated nature of 
divisive elements within our society 
which purport to speak for the general 
public. The voice of such dissident, 
radical groups has been heard, to be sure, 
but it would be a mistake to let it be the 
only one. 
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Honorable 3orry I»« Pettis 
House of Representatives 
Kashingtoa, B, C. 



2051S 



?Sy uear Congressman s 

2 very risen appreciate your renarlcs on the 
floor of the 2**ouso concerning the recent Eallotrcon 
weekend convening of t±tc£-€©rnittee for Fablie Justice 
as reported in the Congressional* KccorOt for Jloven- 
bcr 2 th, Your consents pointing out the obvious bias 
of this Ccrsaittee certainly place this fiasco in its 
proper light aae" furnish background information with 
which to properly evaluate this travesty on letjrlti^ate 
inquiry. 

Sincerely yours, 
J. Edgar Hoover 



MAILED 20 

NOV 11 1971 
FBI 



7EC-US 



\ 



6 ^ j£ _ _ 
y NOV 12 1971 



ft 



1 - IjOS Angeles 

2 - Mr* M. A. Jones 



Enclosures (2) (detached) 



Tolson . 

Kelt 

Rosen _ 
Mohr 



Bishop 

Miller, K.S. 

Callahan 

Casper 

Conrad 

Dalbey 

Cleveland _ 

Ponder 

Bates - 
Tavel 
Walters 
Soyars 
Tele. Room 

Holmes 

Gandy 



;i?OTEr Bufiles disclose prior cordial relations and 
-correspondence with the Congressman regarding constituent 
".matters. 
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Congressional Record 
11-9-71 

Page H10783 . 
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j Mr. PETTIS. Mr. Speaker, during this 
curious conference on the FBI, which my 
colleagues have been discussing a col- 
loquy took place which, I believe, is in- 
dicative of the absolutist antilaw-en- 
forcement views which permeated the 
afiair. 

On the morning of the second day of 
the conference, Prof. Vern Countryman 
of the Harvard Law School, an official 
of the National Committee To Abolish 
the House Un-American Activities Com- 
mittee and a member of the National 
Lawyers' Guild, presented a paper deal- 
ing with the "History of the FBI." This 
was, however, Vern Countryman's eye- 
view of the history of the FBI, somewhat 
less than objective, virulently critical of 
the Bureau and of Mr. Hoover, and con- 
demnatory of the intelligence gathering 
activities of the Bureau. Professor Coun- 
tryman may consider himself quite famil- 
iar with the intelligence gathering of 
the FBI through his activities in the 
Angela Davis Legal Defense Fund. 

At the conclusion of Professor Coun- 
tryman's paper, Mr. Frank Carrington, 
the executive director of Americans for 
Effective Law Enforcement, Inc., who 
was one of the very few people present 
at the conference who spoke in favor of 
the FBI and of the law-enforcement po- 
sition, pointed out to Mr. Countryman 
that the recent bombing of school buses 
had been solved by the FBI because they 
had infiltrated the Klan with an under- 
cover agent. 

• The following conversation then took' 
place: 

Countryman. Well, my judgment would be 
that if the only way to detect that bombing 
is to have the FBI infiltrating political orga- 
nizations, I would rather the bombing go 
undetected. 

Carrington. No matter whether somebody 
was killed? 

Countryman. Yes. Yes, there are worse 
things than having people killed. When you 
have got the entire population intimidated, 
that may be worse. We put some limits on 
law-enforcement in the interests of preserv- 
ing a free and open society or at least we try 
to, and every time we do that — things like 
the privilege against self-incrimination 
things like the Fourth Amendment — every 
time we do that, that involves a Judgment 
that even though some crimes and some 
crimes involving the loss of life will go un- 




1, it is better^ the long run w have 
ptcty where there is some »pro tec tttii * 

surveillance. 
[*irington. I'm not really sure that the 
fily of Robert Fassnacht, who was blown 
up at Wisconsin, or the families of the kids 
► that were killed in the Birmingham church 
bombing would agree with that. 

Countryman. I'm sure that the families of 
the victims would not agree in any of the 
instances that I've mentioned but I don't be- 
lieve that mosfc of us would say that for that 
reason we should repeal the fourth and fifth- 
amendments. 

Mr. Speaker, I am amazed at the posi- 
tion taken by a professor at one of this 
Nation's leading law schools that the 
value of human life is so insignificant 
that it must be subordinated to his no- 
tions of constitutional abstractions. That 
is a heartless position, yet no one at the 
Committee for Social Justice Conference 
except Mr. Carrington made a real chal- 
lenge of Professor Countryman on this 
point. I believe that this absolutist view 
typifies a great deal of the anti-FBI and fc 
an tilaw- enforcement bias of the confer- 
ence. It certainly destroys, in my opinion, 
what little credibility the conference 
had. 
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 

Mr. Bisho 
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i * Tolson 
Felt — 
Rosen . 
Mohr _ 



DATE: 11-8-71 



Bishop 

Miller, E.S. 
Callahan 
Casper 
Conrad| 
DalbevJ; 
ClevelS 
Ponder 
Bates _ 
Tavel _ 
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subject rCOMMITTEE FOR PUBLIC JUSTICE 



Walters 

Soyars 

Tele. Room . 

Holmes 

Gandy 



Reference my memorandum of 11-3-71 reporting that 
Congressman John Hunt (R-N. J.) had called a meeting in his office attended 
by the representatives of several other Congressmen where plans were laid 
to blast captioned organization and its recent inquiry into the activities of the 
FBI: * * 



\ 
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Ken Bellis, Aid to Congressman Hunt, on 11-8-71 advised 

Inspector Bowers that the group plans to go forward with the matter of blasting 

captioned organization sometime on the afternoon of Tuesday, 11-9-71. He 

stated Congressman Hunt has taken a one hour special order and another member 

may also take a one hour special order to insure that they have sufficient time 

to cover all of the material they intend to use. Mb. Bellis indicated they 

expect about eight Congressmen to participate, and they hope to cover all of 

the major issues raised by captioned group in its conference at Princeton 

University. He indicated Congressman Hunt will s^t the tone by giving a brief 

analysis and biography of the organization and its sponsors, as well as some * 

of the participants in the conference on the FBI. He will be followed by other (Ji 

Congressman who will talk on such issues as the FBI's accomplishments in , r fe 

civil rights, organized crime, and other fields. Other members will highlight 

some of the quotes which came out of the Princeton conference and set the record 

straight as to the facts. ~ T nrtfl / ~ 

ST "A jjQj- £ _2 . // <*<f -? -s 

Mr. Bellis advised that as of late on 11-8-71 the complete lineup* 
of which members will participate and what topics they will cover had not been 
formalized. We have furnished considerable public source information con- 
cerning the. Committee and our accomplishments, as well as other information 
to refute various'.'charges raised at the Princeton conference to .Mr^IlglJis ioju 
use of, the various individuals assisting in the preparation of the material to be 
used by 'the Congressmen. B NOV 12 1971 

' ..»/ 

Mr. Bellis also advised that it is his under standing^the~gr^up~Enown 
t as the Friends of the FBI intends to announce in the very near future, possibly 
{ shortly after the membirs of Congress denounce the Committee for Public Justice,- 

1 - Mr. Bishop 
1 - Mr. M. A. Jones 
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1 - 



Mr... Mohr 
Mr. Rosen 
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1 - Mr. D. W. Bo 
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M. Jk. Jones to Bishop Memo 

RE: COMMITTEE FOR PUBLIC JUSTICE , - 

that it is giving a $75, 000 grant to the Americans for Effective Law Enforcement. 
This organization had two representatives at the Princeton conference, one of 
whom- -Franl^6arrington-- -participated rather effectively in the questioning of 
some of the individuals who made the more ludicrous allegations against the FBI. 

RECOMMENDATION: 



For information. 
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November 11, 1971 



'■: "cu-ablo "William L. Dickinson 
1 - u. c of Representatives 
\\.\cI;hrjlo.i, D. C. 20315 



Iv y dear Congressman: 



I very much appreciate your comments on 
the floor of the House concerning the Committee for Public 
Justice as reported in the Congressional Record for Novem- 
ber 9th and your including in the Record the article by 
Ivrs. V/idener. Your own remarks pointing out the obvious 
U is of the pronouncements emanating from thxs meeting 
certainly place this fiasco in its proper light and furnish 
sufficient information to properly evaluate this travesty on 
legitimate inquiry. 

Sincerely yours, 
3. Edgar Hooves* 

1 - Mobile 

1 - Mr. M. A. Jones - Enclosure (detached) 

NOTE: Bufiles disclose prior cordial relations with Congressman 

Dickinson and he has been thanked in the past for his support. 
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Mr. DIClvlNooN. .\ir. Speaker, ihe 
last weekend in October was the occa- 
sion of a gathering at Princeton Univer- 
sity of what was billed as a "scholarly ef- 
fort to understand the structure of the 
FBI and its powers and role in American 
society." Such a scheme is certainly in 
accord with academic freedom as we now 
understand it. but a number of questions 
immediately come to mind: How schol- 
arly, indeed, was the meeting? Was it 
really unbiased? 

Supposedly, the conference was spon- 
sored by the Committee for Public Jus- 
tice — a group whose leaders include such 
prominent, convinced leftists as Robert 
Silvers, formerly a national councilman 
of the National Conference for New 
Politics; Norman Dorson. general coun- 
sel of the American Civil Liberties Union, 
and Ramsey Clark — all of whose sym- 
pathies are notoriously hostile to* the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation. 

This meeting, ostensibly, was called to> 
clear up some issues about the FBI. And 
perhaps it did. The left orthodoxy has 
now spoken: the line of approach will 
undergo only slight modifications from 
here on. The conference says it was go- 
ing to provide an opportunity for con- 
gressional evaluation of the Bureau — but 
there is an annual evaluation of the Bu- 
reau by Congress, when appropriations 
are considered. 

But an examination of the leaders of 
the conference, and of the participants 
makes quite clear that the purpose of 
the conference was nothing so objective 
or scholarly as pretended. As Alice Wide- 
ner, the publisher of U.S.A. magazine 
has said: 

Obviously it Is a move by a leftist coali- 
tion among Democrats to try to stick the 
Nixon administration with an unfounded 
charge of using the FBI to create "politi- 
cal repression" In our Nation. 

Political repression after all, is get- 
ting to be quite a rallying cry these days, 

among: those revolutionaries whose per- 
secution complexes find satisfaction in 
the efforts of decent society to maintain 
itself. - 

The rest of Alice Widener's article is 
worth reading:, and, in my estimation, 
quite valuable. I would ask unanimous 
.consent that it be inserted in the Record 
at this time. 
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PaorESsoR With a Sticky Idea 
(By Alice Wldcncr) 
New York City.— It Isn't at all surprising 
that Professor W. Duanc Lockard. Chairman, 
Department of Politics. Princeton University,, 
told the press, "I was the guy with the idea" 
for the upcoming Conference on the FBI to 
be sponsored Jointly at Princeton, October 
29-30, by the Woodrow Wilson School and 
the ultra-liberal Committee for Public Jus- 
tice. 

Both of Prof. Lockard's daughters, Leslie 
Katherine and Janet Frances went to Cuba 
with the pro-Communist, radical New Leftist 
Venceremos Brigade: Leslie in December 1969, 
and Janet from March to May, 1971. Of course 
it may be that Prof. Lockard disapproves of 
his daughters* radical activities. But his 
sanction of the so-called "scholars*' and "ex- 
perts'* Invited to submit papers on the FBI 
shows his definite predilection for New Left . 
"scholarship." 

- Among the papers scheduled to be present- 
ed at the Princeton kangaroo court hearing 
on the FBI are "Political Uses of the FBI" by 
longtime radical Leftist I. F. Stone; "Inform- 
ers" by Frank Donner, notoriously pro-Com- 
munist New York lawyer who has taken the 
Fifth Amendment about his Communist Par- 
ty activities again and again during Congres- 
sional investigations; "Selling of the FBI" by 
Robert Sherrlll, writer for the radical Nation 
magazine and an editor of "Mayday," which 
described itself as dedicated to revolutionary 
guerrilla journalism. Another "scholar" 
scheduled to present an "Insiders View" of 
the FBI is William Turner. A special FBI • 
agent for ten vears. Turner was dismissed 
from the FBI in 1961 for "lack of truthful- 
ness" among other charges. He sought rein- 
statement through the Civil Service Commis- 
sion and lost; he took his case through the 
U.S. courts all the way to the Supreme Court 
and lost. 

That gives you an idea, dear* readers, of 
the kind of objective political scholarship 
concerning the FBI that will be offered at 
Princeton this month. 

The co-sponsor of the Conference on the 
FBI is the Committee for Public Justice 
formed in November 1970 by prominent ultra- 
liberal and radical Democrats alleging that 
our nation has entered "a period oX political 
repression" under the Nixon Administration. 
On April 28, 1971, the Washington, D.C. 
Evening Star reported that spokesmen tor 
the Committee for Public Justice held a 
press conference to announce that the "pri- 
vate group" would meet at Princeton to con- 
duct "a scholarly serious study of the FBI." 
They chose the university as a meeting place, 
they said, because the conference would be 
held "in an atmosphere removed from the 
pressures of politics." 

But politics, in my opinion, is exactly what 
the conference is all about— ultra-liberal 
and Democratic New Left politics mixed with 
pro-Communist politics. 

Two of the leading spokesmen for the 
Committee for Public Justice are Burke Mar- 
shall and Roger Wilkins, both former 
Kennedy Administration aides. On the Com- 
mittee's executive council are radical Left- 
ists such as Lillian Hellman, playwright; 
ltobert B. Silvers, formerly on the national 
. council of the notorious and discredited Na- 
} tluiuil Conference for New Politics in 1967; 
i N'orman Dorscn, general counsel of the "any- 
, "thing goes" American Civil Liberties Union- 
: The politically ambitious left-leaning Demo- 



crat former U.S. Attorney General Ramsey 
Clark is on tho Committee's executive coun- 
cil. The Committee's membership list is star- 
' studded with radiclibs such as Leonard Bern- 
stein, musician who raised funds for the 
Black Panthers; G. Van Woodward, a Social- 
ist Scholar; Ronnie* Dugger and Martin 
Pcretz, both former members of the execu- 
tive board of the Communist-collaborating 
National Conference for New Politics in 1967. 

What really is the underlying motive for 
tho Conference on the FBI at Princeton this 
month? 

Obviously it is a move by a Leftist coalition 
among Democrats to try to stick the Nixon 
Administration with an unfounded charge 
of using the FBI to create "political repres- 
sion" in our nation. In my judgment, the 
phony charge won't stick. Neither regular 
Democrats nor the vast majority of Ameri- 
cans will go along with it. They know the 
FBI never has and docs not now play party 
politics. We also know the FBI is justly world 
famous for its efficiency. Integrity and de- 
cency. ^ 

Prof. Lockard of Princeton will soon find 
out he has a sticky idea that won't stick. 
I 
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J"*. Itcr'^n A, Glauber 
; - - gor or C'poeial Projects 
v; MS? 

J - '* :. itioril Breaaemilng Corporation 
cr J ,;ert ftftk arret 
!•:-./ York, Wcv/ < XoA 10019 

l>car Mr. Glauber: 

Thank you lor your letter of November 3rd inviting me 
to contribute comments to a televised program excerpting portions ox 
the discussions at the conference concerning the held October 29-30, 
1971, at Princeton University. While I welcome any invitation that would 
enable me to have fee public "better understand the responsibilities and 
performance of the Bureau, " I cannot agree that (fee proposed program 
provides such an opportunity. 

Understanding, I have found, seldom emorges from shrill 
diatribes of the type which dominated the two-day conference at Princeton. 
Th- fact that come participants spoke fairly and favorably concerning me 
FL-. does not mitigate the fact that the conference had a lopsided bias 
agal;r;t the Fhl ^hich produced allegations characteristically ranging from 
the fantasy of Professor Vern Countryman ~ that "the :?BX has compiled 
political dossiers on 1G million of us, " - to the hysteria of Robert Lhorrill - 
i^at i "entertained" Sender f 3 Digest editors with recordings of "hotel room 
trr .-a" or the late Br. Martin Luther King, Jr. , as well as recordings o* 
his wife's reaction to such tapes. 

No amount of editing on your part, or response on my cart, 
ceiiM give balance" to such a range of accusations - nor do they deserve 
seen attempts. Accordingly, I must decline your invitation. 
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Sincerely yours, 
4, "Edgar Hoover 




ft 



1 - New Yor& - jsnclosure 

-J~™ r - E is ?°? (4® : 'nched) 1-Mr. Dalbey (detached) 1-Miss Holmes (detached) 
1-Mr. Malmfeldt (detached) 1-M. A. Jones (detached) 



J. 



JwNET 41 w 

EDUCATIONAL BROADCASTING CORPORATION / 304 WEST 58TH STREET/ NEW ^^1^6o 



^ 



X 

k 

0^ 



November 3, 1971 




Mr. J. Edgar Hoover 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
9th St. & Pennsylvania Ave. 
Washington, D.C. 



Dear Mr. Hoover, 



Mr. Olhhan 

Mr. r*i • ^ r 
Mr. o< muj" 

Mr. h^x ^ 

Mr. CJov nn<T_J 
Mr. P. *,. r 
Mr. r* 
Mr. Tnv-I _ 
Mr. Walters 
Mr, Soyars 



Tele. RoomJjZ. 

Miss Holmes^ 

Miss Gand v. * 

on E the a F 1 B C ? 1 ?«oJ iC t S le I ision Nation, covered the'^eTScT^ 
on the F.B.I, last weekend in Princeton, New Jersev We virion m 

ma?;ria? P ^?i m a ately I™ h ° UrS ° f material and p^fto Idillh^ 00 
material into a one hour program. 5> 

iuanrL^kha^ 6 e ? c 5 a ?? e of let ters between you and Professor " 
n Lockhard. I believe many will share your concern that 

abou?°?^T Ce laC ^ 8d the input of individuals knSwJIdgabJe 




reason, I J^hjo^nv^you^ to provide^ your views on so^^ 



For this 

subjects discussed during: the Confprpnpp t ^o-i'n ^ ' — *~ 

wLi r a??f n f J l0CkS ° f ^-^o^is's^fdiscLse^ " SbvLu^y'T^ » 

manner aTSoss?blT T "^J L eIeVant material in as danced a \ 
ma „ f f as P° sslb le. I could then submit the program to you and ask IV 

lour ? G ^v Par ? 1 C ° mme ? tS ^rding ~ch of these fubjacts^SaU with r 
o? co5?Ie y m>ovid2 n ^? d ! the dialogue on each subject. We will! 5 
to SSoo^'vSfiS i technical equipment and personnel necessary 

only tTlnl7ou C T e fT, S ' ^ n0t edit your comments and are" 

onj-y asking you to fit your comments to a time schedule which is 
subject to reasonable adjustment. In this way, I believe that the 
of ie Ihe S BS?Lu! tter Understand the responsibilities and^lrformancl 



UJ 



lh»l & U ou seri °usly consider this invitation. We believe 

^edera? a ^n llC 13 °" en la ° king esse "tial information regaling 
Zttt L agenc i? s - a nd their role in government. With your assist- 
ance, this public purpose might be better accomplished. 
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accomplished. 



Very^uly your, 8 f 1»~ 




"""Stephen A^Loiauber 
Manager of Special Projects 
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Miller, 15. S. 

fail ah an 

Casper 

Conrad , 

lin I boy — 



( lt»volnnd 

t'ondcr 

\\ iU-s 

Tavei 

A niters A 

Soya r 8 
TolrpRoom 
Holn*S 



T • * % lo Jos D. ',Vr 1 : Tr-tnr, Jr. 
l*ow .,• «: i Representatives 
-?.'<P':toJi, D. a 2031G 

vy dear Congressman: 

It was certainly thoughtful of you to comment 

as you did regarding the recent Princeton Conference and to 

insert into the Congressional Record the excerpt from the ' 

7 liranda decision about the safeguards used by the FBI to . 

protect the rights of criminal suspects; My associates and 

X appreciate your staunch support and ttautis you for your 



efforts in our behalf. 



Sincerely yours, 
J, Edgar Hoover 



fiov 16 mn 



1 - New Orleans 



hi 

1 - Mr. M. A. Jones - Enclosure- (detached) 

NOTE: Bufiles show prior cordial correspondence with Congressman 
Waggonner. 
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Mr. WAGGONNER. Mr. Speaker, the 
iFBI as an organization and its Director 
were tne objects of biased scrutiny by the 
leU-appointed citizen Participant at the 
recent Princeton Conference. It is safe to 
however, that the great majority of 
Americans do not share ^paranoiac 
concerns of these leftwing vigilantes. To 
toe contrary, our society is £f 
cure from erosion from within because 
of the efficiency and effectiveness with 
which the FBI has carried out its respon- 
se lities mandated by the Congress and 
supervised bv the U.S. Attorney General. 
W the U.S. Supreme Court under 
SteC Justice Warren, during the period 
«f Hip Court's liberal extension of the 
SJSdSSiJdS individual liberties, 
?ecoonized the exemplary record com- 
Suedby the FBI in its law enforcement 
activities. Speaking for the majority to 
the now famous case of Miranda against 
Arizona 1966, the Chief Justice reflected 
won the role of the FBI and the safe- 
guards its agents were required to observe 
to protect the rights of criminal suspects. 

Mr. Speaker, I include at this point in ., 
the Record the pertinent excerpt from 
Miranda decision: 

Miranda Against Arizona 
Over tho years the Federal Bureau of In- 
vesiigation has compiled an exemplary -record 
ofeffectlve law enforcement while ^vising 
any suspect or arrested person, at the outset 
SOTkrview. that he is not require^ W 
make a statement, that any ™* 
be used against him in court, that the indl 
vidual may obtain the ^^Jf^Z, 
nev of bis own choice and, more reqen"jr 
St be bas a right to free counsel.il he 13 




I- 



5o .pay/ 1 A 1',-tter recel/ed from 
4 - tor General* in" respond t,o a que t 
rll th r e Benclv make j It clear that the piW 
t pattern of warning* and raped for the 
•lit* of the individual flowed a^ a prac- 
; o by the FBI is consistent with the procc- 
V'irc which wc delineate today. It states: 
i % -At the oral argument of the above cause, 
>\:r Justice Fortas a.- Vied whether I could pro- 
t-dc certain Information as to the practices 
• 410 well by the Federal Bureau of Investiga- 
tion. I have directed these questions to the 
;Viention of the Director of the Federal Bu- 
r ,..\u of Investigation and am submitting 
herewith a statement of the questions and 
t if the answers which we have received. 

"'(1) When an individual is interviewed 
*>y agents of the Bureau, what warning is 
given to him? 

" 'The standard warning long given by Spe- 
cial Agents of the FBI to both suspects and 
,»«r.>ons under arrest is that the person has a 
r::ht to say nothing and a rie:ht to counsel, 
and that any statement he docs make may be 
; o>cd against him in court. Examples of this 
warning are to be found In the Wcstovcr case 
u* 342 F. 2d 684 (1965), and Jacksowv. U.S., 
* i.;7 F, 2d 136 (19G4), cert. den. 380 U.S. 935. 

•• 'After passage of the Criminal Justice Act 
or 19C4, which provides free counsel for Fed- 
eral defendants unable to pay. wc added to 
our instructions to Special Agents the re- 
quirement that any person who is under ar- 
r< st for an offense under FBI jurisdiction, or 
whose arrest is contemplated following the 
interview, must also be advised of his right to 
Ircc counsel If he is unable to pay, and the 
fact that such counsel will be assigned by the 
Judge. At the same time, we broadened the 
rieht to counsel warning to read counsel of 
::is own choice, or anyone else with whom he 
might wish to speak. \f 
'• * (2) When is the warning given? I 
" 'The FBI warning is given to a suspect at [ 
the very outset of the interview, as shown in j 
Jie Westovcr case, cited above. The warning > 
may be given to a person arrested as soon as ; 
practicable after the arrest, as shown in the I 
Jackson case, also cited above, and In U.S. v. i 
Zonigsberg, 336 F. 2d 844 (1964) , cert. den. \ 
.!79 U.S. 933, but in any event It must precede f 
ine interview with the person for a confes- c 
»:on or admission of his own guilt. I 
"'(3) What is the Bureau's practice in the \ 
event that (a) the individual requests coun- j 
*v\ and (b) counsel appears? » 

" 'When the person who has been warned I 
o: his right to counsel decides that he wishes 



cqAressional record 
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to consult with counsel before making a 
statement, the interview is terminated at 
that point. Sttvllz V. U.S.. 351 F 2d 287 (1965 » . 
It may be continued, however, tis to all mat- 
ters other than the person's own guilt or 
innocence. If he is indecisive in his request 
for counsel, there may be some question on 
whether he did or did not waive counsel 
Situations of this kind must necessarily be 
left to the Judgment of the interviewing 
Accent. For example, in Hiram v. U.S., 354 
F.2d 4 '(1905). the Agent's conclusion that 
tho person arrested had waived his right to 
counsel was upheld by the courts. 

" 'A person being interviewed and desiring 
to consult counsel by telephone must be , 
permitted to do so, as shown in Caldwell v. { 
U.S.. 351 F.2d 459 (19651. When counsel ap- I 
pears in person, he is permitted to confer \ 
with his client in private. \ 
M '(4) What is the Bureau's practice If the j 
individual requests counsel, but cannot af- \ 
ford to retain an attorney? ■ 
" 'If any person being Interviewed after j 
warning of counsel decides that he wishes to j 
consult with counsel before proceeding fur- 
ther the interview is terminated, as shown 
above. FBI Agents do not pass Judgment on 
the ability of the person to pay for counsel. \ 
They do. however, advise those who have j 
been arrested for an offense under FBI juris- I 
diction, or whose arrest is contemplated fol- 
lowing the interview, of a right to free coun- 
sel if they are unable to pay, and the avail- 
ability of such counsel from the Judge.* " ' 
The practice of the FBI can readily be 
emulated by state and local enforcement 
agencies. The argument that the FBI deals i 
with different crimes than are dealt with by t. 
stato authorities does not mitigate the sig- i 
nlficance of the FBI experience 

' i . i ■ - n-ni 1— -f - • ** ' * ir*1 
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-* In 1952, J. Edgar Hoover, Director of the 
federal Bureau of Investigation, stated: 

"Law enforcement, however, in defeating 
me criminal, must maintain Inviolate the 
: i -tone liberties of the individual. To turn 
o.:ck the criminal, yet. by so doing, destroving 
me dignity of tho individual, would be a 
li'jjiow victory. 

"We can have the Constitution, the best 
laws in the land, and the most honest re- 
views by courts — but unless the law enforce- 
ment profession is steeped In the democratic 
tradition, maintains the highest in ethics, 
makes its work a career of honor, civil 
..ocrties will continually — and without end — 
violated. . . , The best protection of civil 
«»>crtles is an alert. Intelligent and honest 
*..iw enforcement agency. There can be no 
a.lernative. 

". . . Special Agents are taught that any 
••aspect or arrested person, at the outset of an 
»:.t«r\1ew, must be advised that he is not 
^•quired to make- a statement and th.it any 
•-.ttement given can be used against him in 
^urt. Moreover, the individual must bo in- 
terned that, if he desires, he may obtain Mie. 
■vrwees of an attorney of his own choice." 

Hoover, Civil Liberties and Law Enforce- 
ment: Tho Rolo of the FBI, 37 Iowa L, Rev. 
» 177-182 (1952). 
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Mr. David Kelvin 
producer • 
WBAI-FM 
S50Jast62nd_Street_ 
New York/ New jgrk^ 10021 

Dear Mr. Seivln: 

• Your letter requesting Mr, Hoover's 

participation in a program on the conference concerning 

the FBI held October 29*30, 19?X» at Princeton University, 

was received on November l2tai Mr* Hoover asked me to 

advise you that in view of the biased nature of the conference 

which was dominated by false allegations - he does not wish 

jfco dignify it with a response in this instance. 

Sincerely yours, 



Tolson . 

Kelt 

Union « 
Mt»hr — 




Helen W. Gandy 
Secretary 
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Bishop 

Miller, K.S, . 

Cnllnhan 

Ons per 1 

Courmi 

Dal bey . 

Cleveland _ 
Ponder 

Hulcs . 

Tnvc! - ■ 
Walters 
Soyaro ■ 
Tclo. Room . 
Holmes — . w 
Onndy - 



1 " Sr 6W ^ 01 ? " Hnclosure I A <$ sA C, you should determine v/hen ! 
i " J?' S^!! 0P this P r °g ram is broadcast and furnish\) 

7 " rr ' ,f 1 ? ey f Bureau summary of its contents. 

1 - Miss Holmes 

NOTE: Radio Station WBAl is owned by Pacifica Foundation which is well- 
known to the Bureau, and has carried anti-FBI programs in the past. Selvin 
*$^«Utottfiable in Bufiles. 
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wbal-fm eao 



LIstonor-supportod 
Paclffca Radio 
In Now York 
359 East 62nd Strcot 
Now York, N.Y. 10021 
(212) 826*0860 



The Honorable J. Edgar Hoover 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
United States Department of Justice 
Washington, D.C. 20535 




Mr. Felt 



Pnoillca la an educational 
toitnjtoilon orgnnl7nd to 
tocolvo tax-doduottbto 
contributions for Poclflca 
Radio: KPFA-FM, 94.1 and 
<PFB-FM, 89.3, 2207 
Shattuck Ave., Berkeley, 
California 94704;- KPFK-FM, 
30.7, 3729 Canuenga ■ 
Blvd., North Hollywood, 
California 91604*; 
KPFT-FM, 90.1,818 
Prairie, Houston, Toxas 
77002 and WBAI-FM, 99,5, 
359 East 62nd .St., 
tow York, N.Y. 10021. 
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Mr. (Ball ah an 
Mr. Casper 
Mr. Conrad 
Mr. Dalbc 
Mr. Clevelan'd 

Mr. Ponder 

Mr- Bales 

Mr. Tavel 

Mr. Walters 

''wars 




Dear Mr, Hoover: 



/ 



(S 



Sometime in- January of 1972, WjBAl., 99.5 FM in Nev.~ __„" 
City, will air a six hour program of excerpts from the Oct- 
ober 29 conference on the FBI, held at Princeton University. <f 
Since X personally Relieve that some of the statements made 
at that conference were subject to dispute; I wish to take ^ 
this opportunity to invite you to respond to those statements) 
As I am certain you are aware of the results and context of ^ 
the Princeton hearings, I don't feel I need go into any furthe 



detail as to any specific reply you might wish to make. 

Should you decide to accept this invitation for "equal time", 8 

you might respond by tape, recording your statement or I will f 

o 

read, as a part of the program, any written response you migh§ 
choose to make* unless otherwise specif ied. Thankyou in ad 
vance. 



Sine 




David sdllvin • • ' 
Producer', WBAl. ^ ' $ 

359 E.."'62nd. Stfil- /ftW/rt 
New York, N.Y. fg_ 
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Dear r/r. Chri s r;i-va;:.cr-: 

Your letter of November Sth has keen received 
And 1 thank you for forwarding the article by Mr. Kraft. In 
view of your interest, I am enclosing a copy oi a communica- 
tion l sent to Mr* Daaae Locfcard tfhich sets forth my- position 
on the recently concluded conference oi the Committee for 
Public Justice, It was indeed thoughtful si you to writs and 
I hope my future endeavors continue to merit your trust, " 



| mailed ? 
| NOV 26 7971 

*L _ fbj 



Sincerely yours, 
J* Edgar B.oover. 
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Enclosure 



NOTE: Limited prior. cordial correspondence with Christensen. 
Article by Kraft previously brought to the attention of the Bureau 

JCW:am\v (3) ■■ -\ m 



/ , / ./>■■- W 



V- 



11971 



•V 



i 



lv7A[L ROOM [ZD TEIiKTV E* 15 UNITCZ) 



4 




2C NORTH WACKcR DRIVE / CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60606 / TELEPHONE (312) 372-78C0 



November 8 3 1971 



iMr. Tolson _ z. — 
[Mr. ^olt_ r — 

W.** 1 - > 

Mr.'^Uof, E.S. 

„\ Oal*ahan . ^ 

Mr. Caspar 4— 

Mr. C<«ira /. 

Mr. Dalb'j? i-C 

Mr. Cleveland 

Mr. Ponder 

Mr. Bates . 

Mr. Tavel _ 

Mr. Walters 

Mr. Soyars 

Tele. Room „ 

Vi:;s» Holmes ^4- 

n;Jr.(ly-L — L 

ill! 11 



My dear Mr. Hoover: , 

; Possibly the article by Joseph Kraft which 
appeared in the ""Chic ago Daily News last ( , t . 
week has already come to your attention, ? 

* but if not, I thought you would like a^ 

k copy of it» „^ 

Apparently the Committe e for Public Ju stice^ 
came off second^beft^Hxch I am sure cfelights 
you as much as it did me. 

Sincerely yours, 

TWENTY NORTH WACKER CORPORATION 




'resident 



32/3/fe 
Attachment 



Mr. J. Edgar Hoover, Director 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 

United States Department of Justice./-. . 

Washington, D.C. 20524 
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PJUNCET-1N \:j ,.. v 
ftody toierx-mcit ? f: -ti",n 
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•V as an escnci« j,. Tnd iV"*f 
f° a««klun«d out to have 
•i story line a HCOtI dea . Icss 
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In the course of Uie cciifs--- 
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«ota.iins v/nat he assert was 



f stuff, fhe FRr -a*i,r ... . ' ""^ 



K» — ,*»« » m « an S , 

h " CT ««. «Jp'S,*£2;^K' 

»*•«»? otcepltait.potaB Otax. Mr 

did wor/: 



•.so 



work, t/ms o. 
.'.':c: confciTu 

-SWi^fi fry rf 



,J U'ifil f'; : . : > 
\»i - tiKK ;}«: 
" *V. }:£.:' f : : *-: 




■r nv v m " ^'^'^^d taw i-ntoncanenf • ' :, 3t to ;i ,, ac ; : l( " 



4> — 




.*.•»«.* -.-5, »^ 



: '. ..iv - 



ECLASSIFICATION AUTHORITY DERIVED FROM: C46U18B41 
EBI AUTOMATIC DECLASSIFICATION GUIDE 
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DIRECTOR, FBI 



SAC, NEWARK (100- 



) (B) 




Mr. Tola 
^Mr, Ibsen! 



A £*** 

C °c- <' 



subject: 



COMMITTEE FOR PUBLIC JUSTICE 
INFO CONCERNiNG~=~IS 



Mr. WaltejrsJ-J 



v I 
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Mohr. 
Bish' 



, _ r. Miller, ES — 

11/3/3 Callahan 

Mr. Casper. 
Mr. Conrag^g 
Mr* Dalb£/ 

^ Mr-Pcnde/ 1 



Mr. Walters 
Mr. Soyai 
Tele. Rooi 
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S ; *~ V« Miss HolzAes. 

Enclosed for the Bureau are 11 copies of an LH1 Miss Gan^y. 
concerning the "Conference on the FBI , n held at Princeton 
University, Princeton, N.J. , and co-sponsored by captioned 
organization* 

Also enclosed for the Bureau is one copy each oM 
the 10/29/71 and the 11/1/71 editions of "The Daily 
Princetonian," a daily student newspaper published at 
.Princeton University, Princeton, N.J. This publication 
devoted considerable space to the conference. 





Al£o enclosed are the following papers picked 
J at the conference ;$J0 

"Conference on the FBI," dated 10/22/71 
and appearing on letterhead stationery 
of the COMMITTEE FOR PUBLIC JUSTICE (CPJ), 
23 West 9th Street, New York, N.Y. The 
conference agenda appears herein, 

A "Change in Program" (undated), on CPJ 
letterhead. 



A release on the FBI Conference at 
Princeton, originally distributed 10/27/71, 
"For Immediate Release," from the Department 
of Public Information at the university. 



4. * An undated release, "For Release Friday, 
10/29/71," which is a reproduction of 
Director HOOVER's letter dated 10/7/71 



to Mr. DUANE LOCKARD, Department of 
Bureau (Enc, 20) 

XEROX 



Politics,, Princeton ^University, Princeton, 

(En 

3 - He Tio=ifi«s' 




JAM: 
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NOV 24 1971 



jL V* V * °B uy U.S. Savings 'Bonds'Regularly on the Payroll Savings 
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N*J*, in reply to LOCKARD's invitation to 
the Director, by letter dated 9/28/71, to 
attend the conference* 

5* An undated release, "For Release Friday, 
10/29/71," which is a reproduction of 
LOCKARD f s letter of 10/21/71, in reply to 
the Director f s letter of 10/7/71* 

6* A "Press Memorandum," dated 10/29/71 on CPJ 
letterhead, containing a summary of papers 
to be presented at the conference * 

7* A biographical sketch of Dr» DUANE LOCKARD. 



No copies of the above papers are being retained by 

Newark* 



.The source utilized in the preparation of the LHM 



but the Friday evening session of the conference on the FBI* 
The source observed four television cameras present but was 
able to identify only three: NBC, CBS, and Channel 12, from 
Delaware, which appeared to be an educational television 
station* Although an ABC camera was not observed, the source 
felt the fourth camera may have belonged to ABC* Channel 12 
filmed the entire conference; however, the other camera crews 
were blase about the proceedings and filmed intermittently*^ 



A resident agent of the Trenton, N*J*, Resident 



Agency observed television news clips of portions of the 
conference, which were aired on all major television networks 
serving the Philadelphia-Trenton area, on both Saturday night, 
10/30/71, and Sunday, 10/31/71* 




On 11/2/71, [ 



J orally advised he attended all 





DECLASSIFICATION AUTHORITY DEMITED FROM : C46U78B41 
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In Reply* Please Refer to 
File No. 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT 6f JUSTICE 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

Newark , New Jersey 
November 3, 1971 



conMpal 

p^lvi^ \ COMMITTEE FOK PUBLIC JUSTICE 





On November I, 1971, a source, who has furnished 
reliable Information In the past, advised that he was In 
attendance at a "Conference on the FBI" (Federal Bureau of 
Investigation) held in Princeton, New Jersey, on October 29 
and 30, 1971, This conferettce^was^co^sponsored by the 
Committee for Public Justice and the Woodrow Wilson School 
at^rinceton University. The conference was held at Corwin 
Hall, which is on the campus of Princeton University /TLA 

s> *. /w^The conference began on "the morning of October 29, 
4>l97rr" and was, chaired by PrJLnc^tpn_ftwfessqr of_Politlcs_ 
^Duani©V4ockardi, New York University Professor _Norman#Dorsen, 
^ and Yale Law School Professor B urke^Marshall > c^jjjjf 

T *»'f&?1gffi£&ki ZN&S&F&MSf. Emerson stated 
that the impact of the FBI— or any police force in any 
nation—depended on two things. First was the method used 
by this police force to obtain results. Here Emerson cited 
the FBI's use of electronic surveillance, informers, and 
infiltration in groups it considers dangerous. Emerson said 
that the second consideration was a police force *s effect on 
political climate — does it inhibit free expression? He said 
that the FBI sees itself as the bulwark of national security 
and that it branches out, because of its vision of itself, 
into other areas, such as loyalty and the general sphere of 
political activity. He described the FBI as an instrument 
to prevent radical social change. Emerson said that the FBI 
not only investigates the violation of Federal laws-- which 
is its stated sphere—but does intelligence work as well. 
He said the FBI collects data which it considers relevant 
and engages in political warfare against dissident groups. 
Emerson also said that the FBI engages in extensive public 
relations by leaking information when and where it considers 
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such leaking would have an advantageous effect ♦ He further 
stated that the FBI is highly organized and highly disciplined 
and that it engages in harassment ♦ He said that the danger 
to the Bill of Rights is obvious ♦ He said that the FBI poses 
a serious threat to our democratic institutions and asked 
what steps we might take to safeguard ourselves* First , he 
suggested that the scope of the FBI be limited to specific 
violations of specific laws. The FBI should not be allowed 
to take what it considers preventative action; should not be 
allowed to photograph peaceful demonstrations; should not be 
allowed to take down license numbers of cars whose occupants 
are engaged in legal pursuits; and should not be allowed to 
compile dossiers , Further, they should be prevented from 
surveillance of groups that have not violated a Federal law* 
Emerson further suggested that the FBI be prevented from 
engaging in any form of political harassment and suggested 
that a board of overseers be created to act as a watchdog 
over the FBI* He said that such a board should have access 
to all FBI files. He suggested also the possibility of 
selecting an ombudsman to oversee the FBI, Emerson said 
that because of its nature the FBI tends to attract to its 
organization men and women who think along like political 
lines and that change from within is therefore unlikely. He 
cited the recently stolen Media papers and records submitted 
in court during the Judith Coplon case to justify his conten- 
tion that the FBI does not respect the rights of radicals* 
He said that surveillance of the Eu Elux Elan was justifiable 
but that similar surveillance of every Black student organiza- 
tion on a campus was not. Emerson further stated that the 
results of public opinion polls which seem to approve of FBI 
activities are misleading because the FBI itself has misled 
the American public as to what it does and the dangers that 
exist. He said that the FBI engages in improper activities 
to obtain information and, when it appears that a case will 
go to court, makes a pretense out of adhering to proper 
standards. He said that the FBI should need a court order 
to place an informer, should open records it keeps, and should 
realize that 100% security is impossible, ^ t ^h 

The next speaker was Fran^l^nnCT._ He attacked the 
concept of and use of informers, *"He said tSat the FBI's use 
of informers was extensive and resulted in extensive and 
intensive political surveillance. He said that informers 
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have become an institution, an institution not subject to 
review. He said that an informer is an instrument for 
perpetrating a myth* That myth is that the Government is 
under constant threat. Donner said that the words of informers 
have a particular status because they can claim to be inside 
a situation. He said that J. Edgar Hoover is a strong figure 
whom no President has been able to control. He said that 
Hoover wields vast political power. Donner said that Hoover 
operates under the theory that social unrest is produced by 
bad men. He said that surveillance has become an end in 
itself rather than a means to an end. He said further that 
informers are recruited as witnesses to appear before 
Congressional committees contemplating legislation. He said 
that informers may infiltrate groups that are perfectly 
innocent and may be reluctant to lose their position as 
informers on the basis of such information. So, they might 
lie about the nature of their group. They may also act as 
agent provocateurs. He also said that informers were highly 
unreliable when it came to giving information. 

Next, Donner presided over a panel of two former 
FBI informers. He asked both young men to tell their stories. 
The first was identified as Bob. He said that in October, 
1964, he was approached by an FBI agent who was a friend of 
his family. He said the agent asked him to attend and report 
on a speech given by Arnold^Johnson . Bob said that his father 
was a high-ranking reserve Army officer and that he himself 
was an ROTC cadet. He said that he performed further tasks 
for the FBI and became disillusioned when he witnessed the 
arrest of a young Navy enlisted man who criticized the war 
in Vietnam during an antiwar rally. Bob said that his FBI 
contact was with the Philadelphia Office. He said that he 
covered only legal demonstrations where the participants were 
exercising their Constitutional rights. He said he was a 
Quaker presently doing nonviolent community organizing in 
Philadelphia. He identified his contact in the FBI as 
Special Agent Tom Lewis. He said that he was contacted by 
Lewis in regard to a War Resisters League conference that 
took place in 1969 at Haver ford College. He said that he 
went as a participant, not as an informer. He said that 
prior to that he had lost contact with the FBI but had not 
formally told anyone in the FBI that he was leaving them. 
He said that he made a public statement to the Veterans 
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Against the War in Vietnam (of which he was a member) about 
his FBI activities and was interviewed by the television 
program "First Tuesday*" 

The second informer was identified as David* He 
[said that he was drafted into the Army and worked in the 
National Security Agency ♦ He left in February, 1969* He 
|went to work for the Boeing Company ♦ He said that he spotted 
one Chip Marshall, a fugitive, and caused Marshall 9 s arrest 
by the FBI. He said that he was later approached by Special 
Agent Louis Harris of the FBI f s Seattle Office to become an 
informer. His assignment was to infiltrate the defense of 
the "Seattle 8." He was also asked to penetrate bombing 
conspiracies and to commit felonies in order to gain credi- 
bility. He said that he also worked with Special Agent Burt 
Carter and was aksed by Carter to try to get members of the 
"Seattle 8" to commit illegal acts. 

At one point he organized a bombing and was told by 
Carter that one individual member of the "Seattle 8" was to 
be killed during the bombing attempt by a booby trap. David 
said that at this point he left the FBI. He discussed a Jetff^ 
Desmond who was an informer for the Seattle area FBI. Desmond 
did not show up for the conference although he had expected to. 
He said that Desmond also worked for Harris and committed * 
bombings under the direction of the FBI. A / t < . 

Cj^The first speaker of the afternoon session was Victor 
Navasky. He said that there was general confusion about buggfng. 
He said that every civil rights leader thinks his telephone is 
tapped. He said that obviously the FBI does not have the man- 
power to bug the telephone of everyone who is worried about it. 
He said that the mere fear that a telephone conversation could 
be overheard was a powerful weapon. 

He said that the FBI is a secret, autonomous organiza- 
tion whose members do not like to talk. He said that early law 
concerning the use of electronic surveillance was not clear or 
concise. He said that the FBI, because it is involved in 
national security, can get away with saying that people are 
unpatriotic. He further said that the public at large is 
ambivalent on the subject of electronic surveillance. He said 
that one of the lessons we have to learn is to fear unilateral 
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executive power to determine whose telephone is to be bugged. 
He said that these practices will continue as long as there 



history of electronic surveillance. He said that the FBI 
has used it for years with no authorization from the Attorney 
General. He said that the FBI has used the recently passed 
Organized Crime Act to enlarge its electronic surveillance 
practices. The Attorney General said that 70% of "bugging" 
Incidents resulted in incriminating conversations. However, 
the speaker said that few arrests resulted. He said that 
even pre-1968 (pre-Organized Crime Act) guidelines could be 
dangerous. He said that he was not claiming all electronic 
surveillance techniques were bad. He himself was not 100% 
certain where to draw the line. He said that very often judges 
rubber stamp a request for an electronic surveillance device, 
so courts may not be much of a safeguard. He said he was not 
certain he would approve of a telephone "bug" even in a case 
involving international espionage. Lewin said that he might 
approve of a telephone "bug" in an extortion case with the 
consent of one party and with a court order. He said that 
the Attorney General, using the excuse of national security, 
is not taking as many requests for bugging to court as he 
should. He said that electronic surveillance under the aegis 
of protecting national security could go to dangerous extremes. 

%&&&i£J&~^il^^ *ke next speaker. He said that 

he had beeh^ Special^ Agenjtu for_the_EBI-from 1951 to 1961. 
He said that there was a cult of personality in the FBI that 
had a ridiculous preoccupation with fear of embarrassing the 
Bureau. He said that all FBI accomplishments were not as they 
were made to seem. He said that the FBI, through the influence 
of Hoover, was too concerned with image preservation. He cited 
the case of an agent, "Skip" Gibbons, who was' harassed into 
resignation by the Bureau because of his refusal to lose weight. 

He said that the FBI was largely a white, Anglo-Saxon, 
Protestant and Catholic organization with extremely little 
minority group representation. Turner said that the FBI would 
rather use informers than get its own agents involved. He said 
that the type of man J. Edgar Hoover wants is more suited to 
criminal investigation than intelligence work in security. He 




is no external auditing body 

/ A / ./A / / A- A 



speaker and gave a brief 



COMMITTEE FOR P UBLIC JUSTICE %< r ._ 
__________ , „ , , ^ffi/^ 




said that he had spoken to men in the CIA (Central Intelligence 
Agency), or otherwise engaged in intelligence work, who described 
a typical FBI agent as being too conservative in thinking to 
understand the sophistication of security work. He said that 
the entire matter of security work should be taken out of the 
hands of the FBI and that a separate department in the Justice 
Department should be set up to handle that work. He said that 
police who go to the FBI Academy act as a liaison, usually on 
a personal basis, between the local FBI and their police force. 

V/ J^hngShasL^s^the next speaker; He said that fin 1963 
the FBI, wTth Very little publicity given to the matter, broadened 
its standards for agents. He said that most people still believe, 
and the FBI has done little to dispel this belief, that all FBI 
agents are either lawyers or accountants. He said that the FBI 
was too resistant to criticism and too reluctant to change in 
any way. ^7 , 

v/.RoheE^^ flSnsSl^nEE^ most agents are 

in a dilemma. They do not want to chuck a perfectly good organiza 
tion but feel stifled by the Bureau f s inability to take the 
slightest criticism. He said he worked in internal security in . 
the FBI f s Washington Field Office. He said that he was resented 
as soon as he began to ask questions ♦ He said that he covered 
many peaceful demonstrations and did not like to harass innocent 
people. He said he also had to interview relatives and friends 
of people who had violated no law. He felt such investigation 
left a stigma which hurt innocent people. He said the FBI needs 
help and needs guidance in conducting investigations. 

Saturday morning, October 30, 1971. 



n / Vincent jBroderick. was the f 
that there were vast differences 



first panel speaker. He 
said thftt there were vast differences between the FBI f s work 
and the work of local police. The FBI usually deals with 
crimes after they have been committed. The FBI does not have 
the same problem of community relations that local police 
departments have. Sometimes, though not often, there is an 
overlapping of functions that calls for both groups working 
together. In that case, Broderick said, the cooperation is a 
one-way street. The FBI is reluctant to share its information. 
It distrusts local police and fears that any information it 
gives might get into the wrong hands. Very often the information 
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it receives is received on a personal basis from one or more 
officers. He said that J. Edgar Hoover has always argued 
against a national police force. That thinking may be behind 
the times. We need some kind of national police force to 
deal with areas such as organized crime that cannot be handled 
on a local basis efficiently. Nlt jj^ 

James^Ahern spoke tfext* He said police spend about 
80% of their time solving social problems and that there is 
considerable corruption and inefficiency in local police 
departments* He said you cannot blame the FBI for refusing 
to give them their information, but the FBI can help local -~ 
police departments very well in technical fields such as 
laboratory and fingerprint work. He said that the FBI has no 
business in training policemen as they have no understanding 
of what a local policeman does* He noted that, as a whole, 
the police are poorly educated and poorly trained and that the 
FBI should have pushed police departments toward some kind of 
institutional reform* He further said that all the money police 
departments received for training was of no avail if the quality 
of the training was poor* On the issue of crime statistics, 
he said they can be twisted and used for political purposes* 

AsdrewiJojmg, spoke next. He gave the FBI credit for 
breaking the back of the Ku Klux Elan in Mississippi* He said 
that between 1964 and 1966 the FBI went into Mississippi and 
took police forces that were largely Ku Klux Klan members and 
turned them into decent forces for law enforcement • 



|a formal speech* He did make some comments* He said that 
Quinn Tamm of the International Association of Police Chiefs 
had been very critical of the FBI for its unwillingness to 
cooperate with local police departments and did not believe 
that the FBI had a place in training local police* He said 
we need a professional organization that addresses itself to 
the problems of local police ihd that we also need better 
entrance standards for police* He said that the FBI deserved 
some credit for bringing order to crime statistics* 

JohlisDoai^and Dorqthy^Landsber 4 g spoke next. Doar 
said that during the period from 1961 to 1967 it was the job 
of the FBI to protect the voting rights of Negroes in the 
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South* He said there were two ways in which whites in the 
South, particularly Mississippi, stopped Negroes from voting. 
One way was to cheat on evaluation of voter registration 
tests, and another was direct intimidation. He said that in 
the beginning it was difficult to get the FBI to cooperate; 
and when they did, the FBI did not know what it was doing in 
the field. He said that the Civil Rights Division of the 
Justice Department, particularly himself and Mrs. Landsberg, 
had to tell the FBI agents what to do every step of the way. 
He said that the Memphis Field Office was defective and that 
the FBI did a poor job of investigating beating of SNCC 
(Student National Coordinating Committee) members. 

Mrs. Landsberg spoke. She said that the Civil Rights 
Division of the Justice Department wanted to build a case 
showing universal white suffrage and no voting rights for 
Blacks. She said that after 1964, when three civil rights 
workers disappeared, the scene changed. The FBI sent two of 
its best men down to Mississippi. They not only investigated 
and resolved the disappearance of the three men, they investi- 
gated and virtually destroyed the Ku Klux Klan there. She 
said that the two FBI agents sent down told J. Edgar Hoover 
of the situation and, while he was reluctant to believe the 
information from the Justice Department, he accepted the facts 
from his own men. Doar said that after that the FBI performed 
beautifully and efficiently. Doar pointed out that in order 
to destroy the Klan, the FBI had to use methods it has 
previously been criticized for. The FBI used extensive 
electronic surveillance, informers, it spread rumors to try 
to confuse the Klan, paid informers, and often had to give 
money to witnesses so they could resettle out of state while 
a trial was pending. He said that the FBI had no choice but 
to cooperate in this way. There was fear and virtually no 
local law enforcement. Had the Bureau not used these methods, 
though they never used a dishonest method such as bribing a 
person to testify, they could not have done the job. 

— AM 3m 
Fredj^Sok spoke next. ^He said for a long time 

J. Edgar Hoover had insisted that there was no such thing as 

organized crime and no such thing as the Mafia. He said that 

he did not know the reason for this, and he assumed that no 

one outside of J. Edgar Hoover did. He said he could speculate. 

He felt that Hoover was always proud of the Bureau 9 s great 
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I record in solving crimes and that he was content with involving 
the Bureau in criminal matters that were relatively easy to 

l solve. These Blatters usually resulted in convictions because 
the perpetrators were small time and none too clever* Cook 

r said that Hoover was afraid to get involved with the Mafia 
for fear that he would get fewer arrests, fewer convictions, 
and hurt his record. Cook also speculated that Hoover always 
enjoyed excellent relations with Congress. He said that there 
was considerable Mafia influence in Congress and that Hoover 
might have been afraid to antagonize members of Congress* 
During a question and answer session, Cook said that it was 
possible that J. Edgar Hoover himself had been enjoying 
improper relations with the criminal element in organized 
crime* Cook said that even after the "Apalachin Conference 
in 1957, Hoover was slow to admit the existence of organized 
crime* Cook said that Attorney General William Rogers, at the 
time of the "Apalachin Conference," appointed a task force to 
study the situation* When he, did, he got very little coopera- 
tion from the Bureau* He said the FBI had information it could 
not give out and that it was set up to fight crime in the 
1930 f s, not the 1960 f s. He said that the FBI claimed it did 
not have authority to act in the field of organized crime, 
when in fact it had been given such sweeping authority by the 
late President Roosevelt that it could have acted* He said 
that Hoover could have gone to Congress or to the people and 
asked for any authority he wanted* He said that during the 
time the FBI did not act, the Mafia flourished* 

JCU^2j^l£h_was~fhe next speaker* He said that 
there was no parallel between the FBI and any British police 
agency* This was largely because the head of British police 
services crave anonymity, and the idea of a strong, well known 
public figure such as J* Edgar Hoover would be unthinkable* 
He said that the British police are reticent, which was a good 
idea if it avoided a public figure such as Hoover* He said he 
was glad the conference was held by such a distinguished group 
and was sorry that the FBI chose not to take part in it* He 
said if the conference was weighted against the FBI, it was 
the FBI*s own fault* He said he hopes the conference would 
become some kind of permanent watchdog over the FBI* 

Burke Marshall next moderated a panel session which 
consisted of former Justice Department officials* He said 
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that he would have them discuss their opinions of and reIa-/Njf/.|f 
tionships with the FBI as they worked with the group on a 
da,-to-day basis. ^ 

the first to speak. He said 
that when the Justice Department was prosecuting the Smith 
Act, their relations with the FBI were excellent. He said 
that when dealing with internal security, the Bureau did 
itself proud. He said when it came to working with organized 
crime, it was a different story. He noted that the relative 
indifference changed in time. When the Government took a - 
task force approach, the Bureau refused to go along. He said 
that on the balance, the FBI was a highly efficient organiza- 
tion whose problems were not necessarily of its own making. 
He felt the Bureau needed someone who would do for them what 
Pope John did for the Catholic Church. He claimed the FBI 
was too resistant to criticism. Hundley continued that Hoover 
had a bureaucrat f s feel for a good issue and that good issue 
he made was the danger of domestic communism. He said he 
thought the reason the FBI had dragged its feet on organized 
crime was because of possible political effects* 

Wi lliamnBi ttman spoke next. He said that an 
organization such as the FBI was needed to fight organized 
crime, since local police forces could not do the job. He 
felt the FBI had the skills needed for the job and noted that 
FBI reports were purely investigative, not evaluative. He 
stated these reports were always excellent and could be relied 
upon. He said the Bureau was always conscious of the limits 
of their authority. He added that the FBI may have internal 
rules that do not seem right to outsiders, but they have their 
reasons for them. He said he never saw the FBI do anything 
improper or suggest anything improper to anyone. Bi ttman, in 
reply to a question, said that FBI proceedings were not a 
complete secret, stated that FBI agents maintain surveillance 
logs which they take from tapes, and the Justice Department 
Board would review these logs to check for tainted evidence. 

Robe j^^Cwen^ spoke ffext. He said that initially the 
Justice Department had to do all of the work in civil rights 
cases but that, eventually, this changed, and softer 1964 the 
FBI did a superb job. He said that the. FBI, once it got down 
to work, made the difference in civil rights cases. He noted 
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that in such cases they made extensive use of informers. He 
said that he was disappointed that the FBI did not extend its 
civil rights work outside of Mississippi and parts of Louisiana* 

Roge]t3yw.lkens_spoke next* He said that the period 
from 1966-1968 was a period of ghetto unrest* He said that FBI 
agents were not equipped to deal with this unrest because they v 
had no concept of how the Negro felt* They would interpret 
statements by Negroes too literally and not understand that 
the Negro speaking was just venting his emotions. He said 
that the FBI got other agencies too emotional on the subject. 
He gave the Black Panthers as an example. He said that the 
idiocy of infiltrating every Black student organization showed 
the Bureau *s incapacity in the civil rights area. 

This document contains neither recommendations nor 
conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is 
loaned to your agency; it and its contents are not to be 
distributed outside your agency. 
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Mr. Petej>JT Gannon 
Woodbrook House 

West Trenton, New Jersey 08628 

Dear Mr. Gannon: 

I have received your letter of November 13th with 

enclosure. Thank you for your thoughtfulness in forwarding this 

article to me. 

Sincerely yours, 
J, Edgar: Hooves 



NOTE: Bufiles disclose nothing unfavorable regarding Mr. Gannon. 
Editorial being acknowledged by separate communication this date. 
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Nov 13 '71 



Dear Mr. Hoover :~ 

Thought you would be interested in enclosed 
Editoreal comments if you have not already seen 
them. 

Cordially 
Peter J. Gannon 
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WTHE MONITOR— November 12, 1971 



FBI— Still the Most Effective Bulwark 



FBI Director J, Edgar Hoover rejected 
i with what seems to be justifiable cynicism 
| the invitation to attend the conference 
j r at Princeton on the administration of his 
i department sponsored by the Woodrow 

Wilson School of Public Affairs and the 

Committee on Public Justice. 

, Mr. Hoover felt that his presence at the 
I meeting would serve no useful purpose, 
' that the critical conclusions had been 



preached in advance and there was little 
prospect of an objective inquiry. It is 

I doubtful if his defense of his department, 
persuasive though it be, would have al- 
tered the advei*se convictions of the mem- 
bers of the conference. 

The conference found a great deal that 
it felt is wrong with the methods of the 
FBI, including the sweeping charge that 
the operations of the bureau in its present 
form infringe upon the rights guaranteed 
by the First Amendment to the United 
States Constitution. Use of informers also 
w T as among the practices viewed with dis- 
favor by members of the conference. 

The FBI must meet the challenge to 
society involved in the operations of the 
nation's top criminals — murderers; rob- 
bers, swindlers. The record shows no in- 
stances of the persecution of innocent 
people or of the brutal treatment of FBI 
prisoners. 

The tyui^au as it ^>erat$$ Aqw, ntftwith- 
' standing criticism?, stands ps the nation's 
most effective bulwark against the domi- 
nance of criminal force** 
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* ' >■ J /:'. emorandum 

to :Mr. Bishop \'y date: 11/10/71 

FROM :M. A. '.7 illOS , 
/ / * ' 

subject STEPHEN A. GLAUBER 

MANAGER OF SPECIAL PROJECTS 
CHANNEL 13, WNET 

EDUCATIONAL BROADCASTING CORPORATION 
REQUEST FOR DIRECTOR'S PARTICIPATION IN 
TV PROGRAM 

REQUEST : - y W ^ - 7tf j7> « 

Captioned has written the Director stating that his station has 
"video-taped approximately six hours of material" concerning the conference ° 
on the FBI recently held at Princeton University. * Glauber states that he plans . 
to "edit this material into a one hour program" and invites the Director "to 
provide" (his televised) "views on some subjects discussed during the 
conference. " Glauber states that he "will attempt to use the most relevant t ' 
material in as balanced a manner as possible" and would like the Director's 
televised response "regarding each of" (the) "subjects dealt with, " which he \ 
contends would enable viewers to "better understand the responsibilities and 
performance of the Bureau. " " vN " 

BACKGROUND: 3 
'■ 3 
The conference to which Glauber refers was the anti-FBI conclave 
held 10/29-30/71, at Princeton University under the auspices of the Committee d 
for Public Justice and the Woodrow Wilson School at Princeton. The backgrounds 
of this conference and of its many professional FBI -haters was set forth in my § 
^memorandum to you (Mr. Bishop), 10-1-71, entitled "Committee for Public O 
Justice. " In my memorandum to you under the same caption, 11-3-71, the 
. results of this conference were analyzed which amply supported the Director's 
'"doubt that any worthwhile purpose" would have been served in having an FBI 
representative participate in the conference. Such an invitation for our partici- ' 
pation was extended by conference Chairman Duane Lockard in a letter to 
Mr. Hoover, 9-28-71, to which the Director replied, 10-7-71, declining his 
•request. / n //on A T> 
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"M. A. Jones to Mr. Bishop Memo 
RE: STEPHEN A. GLAUBER 




We were aware prior to this conference that the National 
Educational Television (NET) network would film conference sessions for a' 
future TV documentary which correspondent Glauber is apparently now prepariiv-;. 

INFORMATION IN BUFILES: 



Files contain no information identifiable with Glauber. However 
NET has come to our attention as broadcasting an interview with Black Panther 
Party leader Bobby Seale, which interview was replete with obscenities. 

NET also produced a recent televised program, "The Great 
American Dream Machine, " which featured a 15 -minute segment highlighting 
interviews of three alleged FBI informants who accused the Bureau of fosterins: 
violence. & 

OBSERVATIONS: * 



For the reason the Director declined to designate an FBI 
representative to participate in the Princeton conference on the FBI, he should 
not now accept any invitation to participate in the televised documentary of that 
gathering. Glauber evidently would like to heighten the controversy stirred by 
j the conference - and thereby public appeal for the documentary - by attracting 
; our participation. However, we have been able to publicly discredit many of 
• the conference objectives and participants, as well as neutralize its most vitriol- c 

criticism of the FBI. In view of this, and because Glauber may well use any 
, response from Mr. Hoover in the televised documentary, it is believed that it 
should be more than a perfunctory declination of his invitation, but yet not recite 
the FBI position which was so compellingly detailed in the Director's letter to 
Lockard (mentioned above), which has been given widespread publicity. 

RECOMMENDATION : 

That the attached letter be sent Glauber. 
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PURPOSE: 



The purpose of this memorandum is to' set forth an overall review and 
brief analysis of the proceedings of the two -day_ conference sponsored by captioned 
Committee and the Woodrow Wilson' Schookof Princeton at Princeton October 29-30, 
1971. £ 



BACKGROUND: 



a 



You will recall that at the incgption of this conference public statements 
indicated that the purpose of the conference was to examine in a nonpartisan and 
objective way the role, structure, and power of the-FBI in the American society. It 
was stated that the conference would receive its information in" two major ways. First, 
some 13 writers would present results of papers which had previously been 
commissioned by the Committee. The second way would be through four panels 
dealing with different areas. INFORMATION CONTAINED 

AGENDA OF THE CONFERENCE: mf^S^Ms^^ 

According to "The Daily Princetonian, " a student daily newspaper of 
Princeton University, the following was the agenda for the conference: 



9:00 - 9:30 
9:30 - 10:00 
10:00 - 10:45 
10:45 - 12:10 




//J 




- Mr. 
1 - Mr. 
1 - Mr. 

- Mr. 
-Mr. 
-Mr. 
-Mr. 



1 
1 
1 
1 



Felt 

Rosen 

Mohr 

Bishop 

E. S. Miller 

Callahan 

Casper 



FRIDAY 



Registration 
Welcome 

Thomas I. Emerson: "The FBI and the Bill of Rights" . 
Frank Donner: ' "The FBI and the Use of Informers"; 

panel of former informers 



1 - Mr. Dalbey 

1 - Mr. Cleveland 

1 - Mr. Ponder - 

1 - Mr. Bates , 

1 - Mr. Walters - 

1 - Mr. M. A. Jones 
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12:10 
2:00 - 



- 12:30 
2:40 



Observer comment 



2:40 - 4:00 



4:00 
5:00 
7:15 
8:00 
8:40 



5:00 
5:15 
8:00 
8:40 
9:50 



Victoi^Navasky and Nat Lewin: "The FBI and 

Electronic Surveillance" 
William Turner: "An Insider's View"; panel of former 

special agents; moderator: Blair 
-^Clark 

L F. Stone: "The FBI as a Political Police" 
Observer comment 

Robert Sherrill: "The Selling of the FBI" 
Walte-r^ncus: "The FBI and the Budget" 
Aryjeh^EsTeier: "The Dissemination of Derogatory 
Information"; 

John Elliff: "The Scope and Basis for Data Collection" 
Observer comment 



9:50 - 10:10 



SATURDAY 



9:00 - 9:45 Vern Countryman: "A History of the FBI" 

9:45 - 10:45 Panel: 'TBI Relations with Local Police"; moderator: 

James^Vorenberg 
10:45 - 11:40 John Doar and Dorothy^Landsberg: "The FBI and 

Civil Rights" 
11:40 - 12:00 Observer comment 

1:30 - 2:10 Fred^Gobk: "The FBI and Organized Crime" 
2:10 - 3:10 Panel of former Justice Department officials; 

moderators: BurJse^SIarshall and Norman^Dorsen 
3:10-3:50 C. HtfCRolph: "The British Analogy" . 
3:50 - 4:30 Observer comment 
4:30 Adjournment 



FUNDING OF THE CONFERENCE: 



According to news story dated October 30, 1971, appearing in "The 
Washington Post, " it was stated that Doubleday and Company in New York will 
produce a book from the conference based on the 13 individual papers and the series 
of panel discussions of various facets of the FBI. Duanelpockard, Chairman of 
Princeton T s Department of Politics, said royalties from this book would go to the 
Committee for Public Justice. The^STational Educational Network was to film the 
conference sessions for a future documentary although according to Lockard no money 
was involved. 
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Authors of the 13 individual papers that formed the basis of the 
conference were paid $1, 000 each. In addition, the 55 participants were paid 
travel and living expenses for the meeting. Lockard said the total budget for the 
conference was $30, 000, two -thirds of which was donated by an anonymous New York 
couple. He said their $20, 000 donation was tax deductible because it went to 



/ 



(Princeton but was earmarked for conference expenses. The balance of the funding 
came from t wo $5, 000 grants by the Field and New World Foundations, New York - 
based groups which usually fund liberal study groups. 

PRE -CONFERENCE CRITICISM OF PARTICIPANTS: 

Prior to the conference many responsible sources were most critical 
of the "stacked deck" and the obvious bias , of the participants. Evenjfewo of the /. „' 
officials of the Committee for Public Justice, Burke Marshall and Roger^Vilkins, ' 
previously acknowledged that the work of the Committee could be criticized as being 
stacked against the FBI because most of those involved were liberals and democrats. 
Duane Lockard in a letter to Mr. Hoover at a late date invited FBI participation in 
the conference. In a classic acknowledgment of ten pages, the Director pointed out 
to Lockard why there would be no FBI participation. This letter has received 
considerable publicity and was printed in its entirety in "The Daily Princetonian. " 

Also at a late date the conference invited representatives of the 
Society of Former Special Agents of the FBI to take part This invitation was 
declined due to the obvious bias of those participating in the conference and because 
of the lateness of the invitation. 

On the Hill, both Congressmen Devine and Ichord made speeches on 
the floor which were critical of this conference and the participants. 

, Responsible newsmen such as Ray McHugh of Copley Press took the 

conference to task, as did Alice Widener, Robert Allen and William Buckley. 

One of the most vociferous critics of the conference was a T. Harding 
-~^4jones, a studen t a t Princeto n University and execut^ejhrector of a group on the 
— Princeton campus known as'Unfegradug^^ (USA). Jones' 

criticism received a front-page story in "The Daily Princetonian" on October 29th. 
Additionally, a number of the papers to be given at the conference were analyzed 
in this issue and the Director's letter to Lockard was printed in its entirety. 
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Practically all of this issue of TT The Daily Princetonian" was given over to the 
conference inasmuch as the two -page inner fold is an ad paid for by the USA and 
captioned n FBI Conference. . . Scholarly Convocation Or Hatchet Job?" The ad 
points out the left-wing affiliations of many of the individuals who would participate 
in the conference. The ad concludes stating: 

Tf We have long been concerned with the lack of 
academic balance at Princeton University. We find it 
repugnant that Princeton should lend its fair and scholarly 
name to such an endeavor as this conference. Of the 55 
participants only two are described by Professor Lockard 
as sympathetic to the FBI. It is apparent that none of the 
papers represent such a view. Surely there are members of 
academic, government, and private groups who would submit 
such papers for the conference. Although we reserve final 
judgment until after the conference, we fear that Princeton 
University is doing an injustice to its own prestigious name 
and the scholarly pursuit of truth. " 

ANALYSIS OF PROCEEDINGS AND PAPERS: 
FRED COOK: 



a One of the FBPs long-time critics, Fred Cook, delivered a 30 -page 

(paper on 'The FBI in Organized Crime. " There is nothing new in this paper, it 
feeing a rehash cf old canards, lies, innuendoes, and malicious distortions which 
Vie and other Bureau critics have used time after time. He quotes his previous 
writings and other die-hard enemies of the FBI such as Tom Wicker of "The New 
York Times, M Ramsey Clark, Jack Anderson, and former Agent William Turner. 
For example, at its outset, Cook's paper alleges that the Director over the years 
held to the position that the Mafia was a figment of journalistic imagination and 
then expands that thought into alleging that the Director also held the position that 
organized crime did not exist Of course, no documentation as to date, time, or 
publication is included. He states that in the Louis Buchalter case the FBI jumped 

I into the fugitive hunt for Buchalter because of the potential publicity and based its 
action on the fact that he had fled interstate. Actually, Buchalter was a fugitive in 
an FBI Anti -Racketeering case involving the fur dressing industry in New York. 
Cook also alleges that the FBI began electronic surveillance in the organized crime 
field only after specific instructions received in 1961 from then Attorney General 
Robert Kennedy. You will recall that Kennedy and his associates denied being 
aware of such activity on the part of the FBI when it became known publicly in the 
Black case. Cook's paper was so obviously biased and nonfactual that it received 
i no publicity; 
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C. H. ROLPH: 

Another paper was submitted by C. H. Rolph entitled M Unlawful 
Scrutiny. tT The overall theme of this paper deals with the invasion of privacy 
and is apparently aimed at drawing an analogy between right of privacy in the 
United States and Great Britain. There are very few references to the FBI in 
this paper and it is obvious Rolph is a civil libertarian whose main concern is 
individual rights and privacy. His analogy between the British system and the 

1 American is quite tenuous and his paper is written in generalities, is boring to 
read, and received no publicity whatsoever. 

VERN COUNTRYMAN: 

> 

Harv ard L aw Professo r Vera Countryman was scheduled to 
submit a paper captioned Tt History of the FBI, 11 but no copy is presently 
available for review. It is noted, however, that C6untryman apparently made 
a fool of himself during the proceedings. "The Sunday Star" of October 31, 1971, 
points out that Countryman made the statement, "The FBI has compiled political 
dossiers on 16 million of us. If the only way to solve cases like the Pontiac, 
Michigan, school bus bombing is to infiltrate political organizations, Pd rather 
the bombing went on. " 

A conference observer asked him: "Do you mean you T d rather the 
killings go on than that the FBI use infiltration of suspect organizations?" 

Countryman replied, "Yes. There aifc some crimes worse than 

i murder and political surveillance is one of them. I am not yet ready to repeal the 
4th and 5th Amendments. " ' / j , 

Former Assistant, Attorney_General John Doar disagreed with 
Countryman and said that in cases like the bombing of the University of Wisconsin 
laboratory there must be an agency to deal with such crimes and that the country 
demands it. He said: "Mr. Countryman, I think it is more important for the 
nation that the bombing be solved even if you have to use informants. " 

L F. STONE: 

r. F^v stone, Publisher of F. Stone's Biweekly, " an independent 
newsletter which expresses "dissent "and radical" views, was also scheduled to submit 
a paper which is not available for review. However, newspaper accounts indicate 
that he charged that the FBI is a political police force, but otherwise he received 
practically no publicity. 
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ROBERT SHERRILL: 

. By far the most hysterical charge made at the conference was by 

muckraking, leftist journ alist Rober^herrill whose paper "The Selling of the FBI, " 
alleged that "During the period when Hoover was leaking information about the 
Martin Luther King hotel room tapes, a group of Readers Digest editors visited 
him in Washington and he entertained them not only with a rendition of the hotel 
tapes but also with tapes of Mrs. King's reaction (the FBI, which had sent her a 
copy of the tapes, was apparently able to record the reaction via a bug). " "The 
Washington Evening Star" reported this allegation of Sherrill's in an article by 
Jeremiah O'Leary in the 10-30-71 issue of that newspaper. The article convincingly 
concluded that the Sherrill "story" could not be substantiated, citing 1) Sherrill's 
refusal to identify his source, 2) the FBI's denial that any of the King tapes were 
played for "Digest" editors, 3) a statement by a "Reader's Digest" spokesman that 
the charges were "wholly false" and, 4) a statement by a spokesman for Mrs. King 
in Atlanta that she "has no knowledge of these tapes" and knows only of alleged 
tapes concerning her late husband through newspaper accounts concerning them. 

Consistent with the paper he submitted, Sherrill went on to make a 
number of equally erroneous but less spectacular charges against the FBI, the sum 
total of which was that in ". . . the most successful job of salesmanship in the history 
of Western bureaucracy, " FBI public relations had created the Director as the 
"Perfect Image" in the mind of "Mom -and -Dad" America. 

THOMAST^EME RSON: „ ( ,JfJ 

(Probably the most widely reported FBI critic at the conference was 
Yale Law School Professor Thomas I. Emerson who submitted a paper "The Federal 
mTeau orWestigaHon'aM the Bill of Rights. " The thrust of Emerson's paper, 
I which he submitted at the conference, was that in the name of "national security" 
the FBI has regularly violated individual rights protected by the First and Fourth 
Amendments of the Constitution by its "loyalty" and "subversive" investigations. 
Emerson argues that the FBI has gone beyond its legitimate investigative authority 
to protect national security and in doing so "... conceives of itself as an instrument 
to prevent radical social change in America. " Emerson recommended a public 
board to oversee FBI operations and an ombudsman to protect the public from 
arbitrary FBI practices. 

FBI jurisdiction in national security matters, of course, is firmly 
I J rooted in legislation, Executive Orders, and instructions of the Attorney General. 
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ITo the extent that "radical social change in America" is attempted through the 
deprivation of the rights of others, endangerment of the public welfare by 
'extremists, and the violation of Federal laws, which has all toooften been the 
course of conduct by many dissident groups, it is true that the Bureau is a 
pulwark against such activity. 



II 



In addition, FBI activities are critically and effectively monitored 
by Congress, the courts, the Nation T s press, and public opinion. 

WILLIAM W. TURNER: 

According to news accounts, apparently the most pitiful FBI 
antagonist at the two -day conference was former Bureau Agent William W. Turner, 
who submitted the paper, "An Insider T s View of the FBL " Turner r s charges against 
the FBI are simply a litany - which by now has become paranoid - of the baseless 
and twisted allegations he made in his discredited book, "Hoover's FBI: The Men 
and the Myth, " published in 1970. Each time Turner publicly assails the FBI, he 
fortifies the growing image of himself as a professional FBI -hater whose utterances 
are becoming less and less believable. 

A/t* J£L*Ll£SL 

VINCENT JrpRODERICK: 




According to an article in "The New York Times, " 10-31 -71, 
Vincent J. Broderick, former police cmnn^sionerjof JleyC&vkSM and a 
participant in the conference on the FBI held at Princeton, charged '"there has 
been no infusion of new thought, new talent, new initiative' in the Federal Bureau 
of Investigation 'in the last 50 years. '" Broderick added, however, according to 
the article, that this was a problem with all police departments and not just the 
FBI. 

This allegation is, on its face, so ridiculous that it hardly deserves 
a reply. The law enforcement profession in the past 50 years has witnessed its 
most dynamic accomplishments as well as its most accelerated period of change. 
At the forefront of this progress has been the FBI through the enlightened leadership 
of the Director. 
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This same "Times" article also quoted a form er United States 
At torney , Terrel$Glenn, as claiming that FBI relationships with local law /,- „v 
enforcement agencies are ". . . too close so that when the bureau is called upon 
to investigate under the Civil Rights- Act, it affects its impartiality. " 

This is an old canard which was persuasively discounted by 
another conferee, John Doar, former Special Assistant to the Attorney General, 
Civil Rights Division, who in a lengthy paper submitted concerning the FBI's 
performance in civil rights investigations during 1960 to 1967, concluded that 
"... the Bureau demonstrated in some of the toughest law enforcement assignments 
imaginable, exactly how and why it had earned its reputation for toughness, 
persistence, and toughmindedness in responsible law enforcement " 

JAMFlsAHERN: ^ 

In addition, the "Times" article noted thatjojrmerj&ewj^ven, 
Connecticut, Police Commissioner James Ahern criticized, during the conference, 
"FBlTpoiice training as having '"ncTfeeF for what a local policeman must do and' 
*no sensitivity to the urban environment tM 

Ahern's charge is fatuous. FBI police training programs are 
specifically geared to meet the needs of law enforcement officers in all areas 
of his responsibilities. The success of FBI police training programs are 
demonstrated by 1) the growing professionalism of the law enforcement 
profession, 2) the demand for FBI training which provided assistance in more 
than 9, 000 schools attended by more than 300, 000 officers in fiscal year 1971 
and, 3) the dominant number of law enforcement instructors and executives 
it has helped to produce. 
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WALTER PINCUS: 



The paper entitled "The FBI Budget, * ! by captioned 
individual is a loosely organized and slanted attempt to criticize 
FBI budget presentations and reviews by the Department, Office 
of Management and Budget, and the Congress, It is noted that this 
paper was little more than a rehash of a series of articles by Pincus 
which appeared earlier in "The Washington Post. ,1 Chairman John J. 
Rooney of our House Appropriations Subcommittee pointed out during 
a speech in the House the errors and distortions contained in this 
series of articles. 

Throughout his paper, Pincus displays ignorance of 
Federal budgetary proceedings and leans heavily on quotes from 
unidentified Department officials and former FBI officials when convenient 
to make a point. It is alleged that FBI funds are not necessarily 

(expended for purposes for which they were requested by the Director, 
although Pincus admits there is nothing illegal about this. He improperly 
claims Assistant Directors have no role in preparation of FBI budgets 
and that programs proposed to the Director by these officials do not 
consider cost factors. It is also claimed that the Director always 
takes the position that the FBI would undertake new responsibilities 
with existing personnel and then, after a short period of time, would 
submit a request for additional personnel. Pincus also falsely charges 
that the Director deemed it unnecessary to appear before Senator 
McClelland Appropriations Subcommittee. Resurrected by Pincus is 
the worn-out charge that the FBI gets favored treatment from the 
House Appropriations Committee because FBI personnel head up and 
serve on the Committee's Survey and Investigations Staff. Both this 
and the charge concerning appearance before Senator McClelian T s 
t Committee were set straight by Congressman Rooney in his speech- 

Pincus is critical of Congressmen for not questioning 
the Director concerning matters of ^substance/ 1 such as the use of 
informants and wiretaps. This, of course, fails to take into account 
the many discussions off -the -record during which the Director briefs 
Congressmen on sensitive matters and answers any questions they 
might have. 



-9- CONTINUED - OVER 



M. " A. Jones to. iSffiop Memo 

RE: COMMITTEE FOR PUBLIC JUSTICE 



Pincus concludes with proposals calling for greater 
involvement of the Department in FBI budgeting and programming. It 
is also proposed that less emphasis be given FBI statistics and that 
more emphasis be placed on meeting the pressing problems facing the 
FBI. He also proposed that greater control over FBI policy be exerted 
by Congressional Appropriations Committees. According to Pincus, 
time and practice have made the FBI a totally separate power and the 
Bureau needs to be brought back into the Government, but with limited 
status required to protect all people, and not just the few who now run it. 

In connection with Pincus 1 appearance at Princeton, it was 
reported in "The Washington Evening Star" of October 30, 1971, that he 
later told the conference that the so-called hotel room tapes concerning 
Martin Luther King were offered to many newsmen. He named Eugene 
Patterson, former Editor of the "Atlanta Constitution, " and later 
Managing Editor of "The Washington Post" as one editor who was offered 
the tapes by FBI Agents but who refused them. Pincus reportedly also 
charged that no editor was courageous enough to print a story about 
being offered this material, and he said the practice would soon stop if 
editors reported such offers. 
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FRANK 'J^DONNER: /rK* ^fj^-. 

Captioned individual, in his paper entitled "The FBI 
Informer— His Role in the American Political Intelligence System, " 
viciously condemns use of an informant system by the FBI (a "secret 
political police unit") which he maintains permeates and acts to control 
political and sd cial activity in America. In this paper, Donner states 
that a network of FBI political informants girdles the entire country, 
is operated unchecked, and costs millions of dollars. It is alleged that 
the Bureau utilizes such informants under the guise of "national security, " 
and that the key significance of their use is political to perpetuate the 
i "red menace myth. " It was also asserted that the informant acted as a 
means of perpetuating the myth that the Government is under the threat 
of perpetual subversion. It is Donner's contention that such political 
espionage inevitably concentrates on the left instead of the right, and 
that the campus is a high priority target for FBEinformants. Donner 
also sees our use of informants as exerting restraint of free expression. 

Donner f s paper also includes a personal attack upon the 
Director for his position on use of informants. In support of his highly 
critical attack, Donner rehashes information garnered from the burglary 
of our Resident Agency in Media, Pennsylvania, twisting facts to suit his 
own end. He also makes reference to David R. Sannes, who with others, 
recently appeared on television making false allegations that FBI Agents 
instructed them to commit acts of violence. Donner's condemnation consists 
lof half-truths, unsupported assertions, and outright lies. 
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JOHN T.\ ELLIFF: >? *• * u« # rl 



Captioned individual's paper entitled "The Scope and Basis 
of FBI Domestic Intelligence Data Collection, " while relatively moderate 
in tone and subdued in its anti-FBI stand, seeks to encourage a public 
inquiry by Congress into the FBI's domestic intelligence data collection. 
Only a public inquiry, according to Elliff, could obtain sufficient access 
to relevant confidential materials which would reveal FBI intelligence 
activities. 



In discussing the origin of security intelligence, Elliff claims 
that the FBI magnified President Roosevelt's September 6, 1940, memo- 
randum which called for local officials to furnish the FBI information 
received on espionage, counterespionage, sabotage, subversive activities, 
and violations of the neutrality laws into a definitive order serving what 
it considered its mission in intelligence gathering. Elliff mentions existence 
of the current Security Index which he maintains is used to identify persons 
who might threaten the President, while it previously existed for apprehension 
of potential sabotage subjects in future periods of national emergency. 
Elliff also states that racial intelligence gathering now constitutes half of the 
Bureau's domestic intelligence mission. In discussing such matters, he makes 
a reference to documents stolen from the Media Resident Agency. 

It is concluded that what is needed is periodic public scrutiny 7 
of the FBI. Elliff contends that if fault is to be found, it would not be in the 
FBI and the Director, but in the Attorneys General 1 , Presidents, and Congresses 
who gave power and responsibility to the FBI but failed to direct, guide, and 
control it. Elliff reportedly proposes that a select Senate Committee would 
handle such an investigation. It is stated that one of the Director's greatest 
achievements has been establishment of an objective, politically neutral 
system for processing intelligence data, and Elliff questions whether such 
power should be given to Mr. Hoover's eventual successor. 

Among a number of recommendations presented by Elliff are 
the establishment of a Constitutional basis for domestic intelligence gathering, 
separation of foreign counterespionage duties from domestic intelligence, 
establishment of a permanent domestic intelligence advisory council, and 
delegation of formal authority to the FBI to make recommendations and draw 
conclusions on the basis of intelligence data. 
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ARYEH NEIER: 




Captioned individual, in his paper entitled "The 
Dissemination of Derogatory Data by the FBI, " basically concerns 
himself with the dissemination of arrest data from FBI Identification 

(Records and conveys the idea that the Bureau, on its own, has adopted 
"promiscuous" dissemination practices to the detriment of millions of 
people. It is Neier 's contention that FBI practices in this respect may 
have served to increase crime rather than reduce it as Congress intended 
when it gave the FBI authorization to collect and disseminate such data. 
Reference is made to the Menard case which resulted in the termination 
of handling non -Federal applicant fingerprints, and Neier concludes that 
if this situation is to get better rather than worse the Bureau's data 
dissemination policy will have to remain under close public scrutiny. 

During the course of his paper, Neier includes statements 
of error, as well as opinions, without supporting facts. For example, 
he takes the Bureau to task for furnishing data to a number of public 
agencies, including insurance companies, despite the fact that FBI 
Identification Records are not disseminated to insurance companies. In 
another instance, Neier alleges that it is not easy to get the FBI to 
investigate the further dissemination of the records it disseminates. 
FBI policy, of course, is to investigate every complaint concerning 
misuse of FBI Identification data. It has been noted that while Neier 
draws substantially from material injected by the American Civil 
Liberties Union into the record of the Menard case,' he pointedly chooses 
to ignore the judge's rejection of much of this material as irrelevant. 
Also ignored are certain complimentary statements ^concerning the work 
of the Identification Division made by the judge in his written opinion on 
the case. 
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JOHN DOAR: 

John Doar, Assistant Attorney General in Charge of the Civil Rights 
Division (1965-67), presented a paper entitled "The Performance of the FBI in 
Investigating Violations of Federal Laws Protecting the Right to Vote - 1960-1967. " 
The paper is a long legalistic tome of 61 pages with approximately 40 more pages 
of footnotes. It deals entirely with civil rights matters. Doar's paper and the 

• discussion concerning it received considerable publicity. He strongly defended 

I the use of informants as necessary in protecting civil rights workers and combatting 
•organized crime. Doar describes his relations with the FBI in the South during the 
early 1960s, when the Kennedy and Johnson administrations were attempting to 
enforce civil rights and the Voting Rights Act in the face of discrimination and 
terror against blacks. 

At first, Doar said, his group found that the FBI knew very little 
about the job of carrying out the responsibilities given it by Congress in the civil 
rights fight 

I ,r We framed our memos to the FBI so specifically that it had to dor a 
good job, " Doar said. "This was because, their earlier work was superficial and we 
learned to put in writing exactly what we wanted the FBI to find out for us. " 

• After the murder of three civil rights workers in Mississippi, Doar 
I said, the FBI expanded its presence and improved its work. 

"From then on they really performed. They did a lot of surveillance, 
they took down license numbers, they penetrated white racist organizations, used 
informers and paid money for confessions. They did this in Mississippi where there 
was virtually no local law enforcement, and the violence subsided. " 

He also said: f Tn 1964 when a deep set change came upon America^ 

1a change brought about by many individuals, groups, and forces, the Bureau changed 
as well. The Bureau demonstrated in some of the toughest law enforcement 
assignments imaginable exactly why and how it had earned its reputation for. 
toughness, persistence, and tough -mindedness in responsible law enforcement 

WILLIAM' HUNDLEY: tsj^ 

1 Hundley, Chief of the J u stice Departm ents Organized Crime Division, 
from 1958 to 1966, took pafTin one of the panels. According to 'The Washington 
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Post" of Sunday, October 31st, he is quoted as saying he believed one of the 
reasons the FBI had been lax in investigating organized crime was that many 
Congressmen had connections with the Mafia and that conversely Congressmen 
will be loathe to investigate the Bureau because they felt the FBI might retaliate. 
Hundley said: "Mr. Hoover is the complete bureaucrat He always picked areas 
where he had the most popular and political support. In some political prosecutions 
I was involved with, the Bureau was very very sensitive. " William Bittman, a 
former Department attorney who attended the conference, has advised us that 
Hundley is furious at "The Washington Post" for this story and is considering suing 
the paper for libel. Bittman said that actually Hundley did not make this statement 
and that it was made by Bernard Fensterwald, former counsel to the Administrative 
Practices Subcommittee of the Senate Judiciary Committee along with other 
statements critical of the Director and the FBI claiming that he was told such state- 
ments by former Senator Kefauver. 

By letter dated November 1st, Hundley wrote to the Director and 
said he deeply regretted the untruthfulness concerning the FBI as contained in "The 
Washington Post" story. He enclosed a copy of a letter he had written that same 
date to the "Post " In this letter to Ben Bradlee, Editor of "The Washington Post, " 
he bitterly criticized the "Post's" false reporting in misquoting him as they did. 

iHe also states: 'What is particularly galling is that on at least two separate 
occasions during the conference I stated on the record that reckless and unfounded 
'charges against Mr. Hoover were diluting the effectiveness of the entire conference. 
This kind of reporting has an even more demeaning effect " 

CONCLUSIONS: 

William O^Bittman, former Department ^attorney who attended the 
conference, has advised us that the presentations on Friday, October 29th, which 
lasted until 10:00 p. m. were simply outrageous. They consisted of presentations 
of papers whose authors had a long history of writing denunciations of the FBI and 
the Director. He said that he was convinced that many of the top men connected 
with this conference were embarrassed and considerably concerned that the 
conference would lack objectivity and be only a "hatchet job" on the FBI. He said 
the presentations on that day were a complete discredit to the conference. 

Bittman continued that most of the papers presented on Saturday 
and much of the discussion was in a much more conservative vein. He did say 
I that very few of the papers were at aU scholarly and that the best papers dealt 
with the collection of intelligence data and discussion brought forth comments 
|from left-wing attorneys and professors indicating that it was proper for the FBI 
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to look into the activities of the John Birch Society and Klan activities but that 
inquiries into the activities of left-wing groups even if violent were purely political 
surveillance and infringement on the rights of those involved. He said that it would 
seem to be that the consensus of the opinion was to the effect that if fault were found 
such fault lies with the Congresses, Attorneys General, and Presidents during the 
past 30 years all of whom have directed what was desired of the FBI in the 
intelligence field. 

Bittman advised that L F. Stone, Frank Dormer, William Turner, 
and Victor Navasky were the most radical of the spokesmen and all were bitterly 
anti-FBI. He said that he challenged Navasky T s statement that the FBI illegally 
wiretapped on a widespread basis without the authority of the Attorney General or 
the courts. When challenged, Navasky then explained he was referring to domestic 
intelligence situations and he did not answer Zt all when challenged to specify 
instances of such illegal wiretapping. 

Bittman advised that upon completion of the conference on Saturday, 
he was interviewed by the press and before television. He was asked for an opinion 
of the conference and what could have been done to improve it since he was one of 
the three pro -FBI participants. He said that he could not help but facetiously ask 
for the identities of the other two. It was his opinion that the conference was lacking 
in balance and this was a discredit to the conference. He felt that the fact that many 
of the authors of the various papers had a record of a biased anti-FBI view was a 
great indication as to what the conference would be. He said another tip-off was the 
fact that the FBI was not invited to attend until just a few weeks before the conference. 
He felt the FBI should have been furnished copies of the various papers so the FBI 
could have prepared responses thereto, and he felt that if this had been done the 
conference possibly could have had some substance. In summing up, he added that 
about the only conclusion reached by the conference was that it would be beneficial 
if some type of review board could examine or oversee the operations of the FBI. 

» Orville Talburtt, retired Special Agent, attended this conference 

|as a spectator and reported his observations as follows: 

The general tenure of the conference reflected most participants 

(agreed Mr. Hoover did a great job from the early 1930s through the mid-1950s. 
Then opinions changed. This change was due primarily on investigations under the 
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(j loyalty - security programs, civil rights matters, and racial disturbances during 
ffthe 1966-68 period. According to Roger Wilkins/m black and ghetto investigations, 
fi the Bureau was looking for a "conspiracy" which was not there. He also felt that 

I Bureau Agents through no fault of their own were not in a position or equipped to 

J deal with the black people or understand their psychology. It was generally agreed 
|by former Justice Department representatives such as Bittman, Hundley, and 
jwilkins that early differences of opinion between Justice attorneys and the Bureau 
J in civil rights and related matters were ironed out and are presently in good shape 
| and a good job is being done. 

I In this connection, Talburtt pointed out that Bittman was most 
praiseworthy in his remarks concerning the Bureau and Talburtt felt that Bittman 
was the outstanding participant at the conference. 

Talburtt remarked that Burke Marshall was primarily a moderator 
/I and William Hundley made the remark that Burke Marshall invited him to the 
j J conference and "Now I'm sorry I came. " 

According to Talburtt, Fred Cook, Vern Countryman, John Doar, 
HFrank Donner, John Elliff, Walter Pincus, and Aryeh Neier "stunk. " He said 
jjthat Elliff and Neier were "far out " 

With regard to the panel on FBI Relations With Local Police, 

I I Talburtt stated that Vincent Broderick wanted some type of national police and 

I (remarked that the Bureau is "a one-way street " He said there is basic distrust 
between the New York City Police Department and the Bureau although cooperation 

ndoes exist on a personal basis. James Ahern stated that training of police officers 
through FBI National Academy is a "flop" because the Bureau has no "feel" for the 
urban or political scene. Ahern felt that municipal police should be trained through 
some "outside professional organization" utilizing Law Enforcement Assistance 
•Administration funds. Both Broderick and Ahern admitted their former depart- 
ments did not have the expertise to handle many Bureau -type investigations / 
(particularly those involving organized crime and inteUigence matters. 

Talburtt said that/me conclusion of the conference a memorandum 
prepared by Duane Lockard was read. This memo stressed: 1) public needs more 
information concerning Bureau operations; 2) an outside agency should look -into 
the Bureau (a Senate committee was suggested); 3) lines should be drawn between 
Bureau's criminal enforcement functions and its role in political surveillances; and 
4) establishment of a board of overseers to which the Bureau would be responsible. 
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Talburtt's conclusion was that most of the panelists were so 
lunknowledgeable as to the operations of the Bureau that their remarks did not 
make sense and that they could not adequately explain their problem. He said 
there was much idle speculation and unfounded comments and scarcely any 
mention was made of many of the Bureau r s successes such as the Laboratory, 
identification Division, National Crime Information Center, etc. 

Joseph Kraft, in his column which appeared in "The Washington 
Post" on November 2, 1971, summed it up very well. "Anybody interested in the 
cooling national temperature should examine the conference on the FBI which took 
place here in Princeton last weekend. For what shaped up as an exercise in radical 
chic attack turned out to have a story line a good deal less predictable than the 
Ef rem Zimbalist show. 

"In the course of the conference, the achievements of the bureau were 
abundantly highlighted, and sympathetic attention was directed to its future problems. 
One thing that finally emerged was a sense that running the bureau well would be 
harder than ever once J. Edgar Hoover finally stepped down. " 

In essence, his column states that despite "a semi -hysterical 
account of Mr. Hoover as a publicity seeker" by Robert Sherrill and other 
critical papers the general consensus was that the Bureau did work of very 
high quality. He concluded stating: "Nobody can say with confidence what 
emerged from the conference in the end. But plainly the FBI was discussed 
in a normal way— not as some outlandish fiend. There was a good deal of 
concern —voiced particularly by Roger Wilkins, a black lawyer who had served 
in the Justice Department with the rank of Assistant Attorney General --about 
keeping the bureau up to a high level of performance in the future. 

"Above all, the bureau was not made a scapegoat Indeed, at one 
\ point, what had started as a congress of militant oppositionism was warned by 
\John Doar not to attack the FBI simply because 'we feel more comfortable 
|criticizing bureaucracy than criticizing ourselves. '" 

CONCLUDING OBSERVATIONS : 

h From the tenure of the proceedings and the interest or lack of 

Hinterest generated in the public media, the conference would appear to have been 
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a flop. It obviously did not accomplish what the detractors of the Bureau had hoped 
it would do. The public media paid little attention to it as exemplified in the brief 
survey which we conducted during the last two days and furnished to The Attorney 
General by memorandum dated November 2, 1971. A random survey across the 
Nation reflects the New York papers^even "The New York Times'] paid little 
attention to it and only carried brief stories on back pages. The Chicago papers 
did not print much and that for the most part was favorable to the Bureau as 
exemplified by the "Chicago Tribune's" November 1st story which was captioned 
" 'Trial' Of FBI Results in a 'Hung' Jury. " The 'Memphis Commercial Appeal" 
carried brief items concerning the conference on October 27th, 29th, 30th, and 
31st Neither of the major newspapers in New Orleans carried anything. The 
"Omaha World Herald" issue of October 29th carried a front-page story captioned 
"FBI Chief Defends Agency's Role. " The "Dallas Morning News" of October 29th 
had an editorial captioned "FBI On Trial" which story defended the Bureau. 
Philadelphia, San Francisco, and Oakland papers only carried brief items. The 
"Miami News" did not mention it while the "Herald" carried two short items on 
October 30th and 3&st 

In summing up, it is felt the conference was a failure due mainly 
to the following reasons: 

1) Mr. Hoover's ten -page letter to Duane Lockard. It is felt 
probably more than any other single reason it took the edge off this 
conference. It put the news media on the alert It made the more 
radical members of the conference such as Turner and Cook go to 
extremes which made them look ridiculous and it seemed to temper 
the more cool heads of the conference. „ 

2) Lack of objectivity. Despite their pious mouthings, it would 
not appear that the conference had any definite preplanned objective in 
mind. 

3) Lack of facts or originality. The individuals participating 
did not have any facts and all the charges leveled against the Bureau 
were old time-worn cHches which the public and the news media have 
grown tired of. 

4) Lack of balance, in participants. With the exception of 
William Bittman, all those invited to the conference were known to 
be anti-FBI which made it very obvious that the conference could 
not be a fair and impartial hearing. 
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5) Columns written by syndicated columnists warning of 
bias and anti-FBI nature of conference. A number of syndicated columns 
appeared in newspapers across the country in advance of the Seminar 
which warned readers of the bias and anti-FBI nature of the forthcoming 
Seminar. 

6) One of the most demolishing factors against the 
conference were the character and backgrounds of the promoters and 
participants. For example, the fact that Duane Lockard's two daughters 
were members of the Venceremous Brigade and visited Cuba; the fact 
thatFred Cook had been fired from a newspaper job; the fact that Turner 
was^a seH-discredited and disgruntled former FBI Agent; and the fact 
that Frank Donner and Lillian Hellman had numerous affiliations with 
subversive organizations militated against the integrity of the conference 
itself., 

RECOMMENDATION: 

None. For the Director's information. 
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Walters 

Soyars 

Tele. Room . 

Holmes 

Gandy 



The purpose of this memorandum is to recommend 
that the letter of 11/23, with enclosure, not be acknowledged. 

Mr. Brownfeld enclosed a column from the "Roll 
Call" which is very favorable towards the FBI and critical of the 
Princeton Conference. 

Bufiles disclose correspondent was the subject of 
a Special Inquiry -Senate Committee on Judiciary investigation in 
1966. He was employed as a staff assistant by the Senate Sub- 
committee on International Security. In 1956 he was the editor 
of a student newspaper which was on the mailing list of the 
Communist Party. He was on the mailing list of the "Independent 
Socialist League" in 1957. He was the author of an article con- 
cerning racial matters which appeared in the "Southern News 
Letter, " which has been cited by the House Committee on Un- 
American Activities as a Communist Party front. He was also 
in favor of Gus Hall and George Lincoln Rockwell speaking at 
the University of Virginia in 1963. A former professor described 
Brownfeld as dishonest and would not recommend him. Other 
investigation favorable. Nbfiilng-derogatory re i'Roll Call. " 

In view of correspondents ^gckground, it is in the 
best interest of the Bureau that his communication not be acknowledged. 



Sir 
\ 




9~ 



RECOMMENDATION: 



DEC 1 m 



That Mr. Brownfeld' s letter, with enclosureT^Tro^eier 



acknowledged. 
1 - Mr. Malmfeldt 
JJH:ped(2) ^ 
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f*r. J. Edgar Hoover, 
>y The Federal Bureau of Investigation, 

A Washington, D # C. r 
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Mr. Toll 
Mr. Felt 
Mr. Rosen 
Mr.. Mod 
Mr.J$&i«p 
M&Miller, E.S. 

r. Callahan 
Mr. Casper 
Mr. Conrj 
Mr. Dalb< 
Mr. demand 
Mr. Ponder 

Mr. Bates 

Mr. Tavel — 
Mr. Walters _ 
Mr. Soyars — 
Tele. Room _ 
Miss Holmes 
Miss Gandy _ 
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1971. 



Bear Mr. floover: 



| Thinking that you would be interested in seeing it, I 

/ am enclosing my column for this week. 

This column, discussing the mounting attack upon the 
F.B # I. from the radical left, also deals with the question of 
exactly what is a "political" crime and who is a "political" 
prisoner^ 



With best wishes. 
Sincerely, 



ALLAN C. BROWN EELD. 
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TNCREASINGLY IN RECENTTayTtriS^Federal Bu- 
r reau of Investigation h: found itself under attack. 

{This attack began some t.me ago with simple calls 
for the resignation of long-time F.B.I, chief J. Edgar 
s Hoover. The questions involved, however, are not per- 
. | sonal. It is the F.B.I. itself which is the target, and 

* I this was made very clear at a conference held at 
f Princeton University in October. 

The organization which sponsored the Princeton 
conference is called the Committee for Public Justice. 
Among its executive council members are Ramsay 
Clark, known for his long-standing personal hostility 
to Hoover; Lillian Hellman, who has for years re- 
^ fused to answer questions about her involvement with 
the Communist Party, and Burke Marshall, who was 
an assistant attorney general during the Kennedy 
years and was one of the first to rush to Chappaqui- 
dick in an effort *to assist his old friend, Edward 
. Kennedy. The very day of the conference, a Princeton 
University student group, Undergraduates for a Stable 
erica, took out a two page advertisement in The 
incetonian to help those at the university under- 
d what" was really happening. 
The, advertisement" noted that other "members of 
the Committee included Robert B. Silvers, Ronnie Dug- 
ger and Martin Peretz, all of whom were members .of 
the ^Executive Board of the National Conference for 
ftsNew Politics in 1967 which collaborated' with the 
^-Communist Party, U.S.A. in a convention held in Chi- 
^cago which, according to press reports, broke up, dis- 
. crediting the organization and leaving $14,000 in dam- 

• age to the hotel. 

In addition, Princeton University did not adequately 
N^escribe the participants. Robert Sherrill, for example, 
". is described only as the Washington correspondent 
I^Jpr the Nation and an "author.". He is, observers were 
. k told, also the original editor of Mayday,- a magazine 
s 4jwhich described itself as "dedicated to revolutionary 
^^guerrilla journalism." Frank Donner is described by 
N^rinceton as an "Attorney, author; currently at Yale 
S^Law School." In fact, Donner has been identified by 
three witnesses before a House committee as "a mem- 
ber of a Communist cell comprised of lawyers em- 
red by the National Labor Relations Board in 
^hington." He is a member of the Board of Direc- 
of the National Lawyers Guild, cited as a Com- 
;t front organization by many governmental 
bodies. Also on the program were such "objective 
| scholars" as I. F. Stone, Fred Cook, and V.ern Country- 
jmen. 

* • The student advertisement staled: "We have long 
| been concerned with the lack of academic balance at 
, Princeton University. We find it repugnant that Prince- 
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ton should lend its fair and scholarly name to such 
an endeavor as this conference." Even as impartial 
an observer of the conference as Ken Clawson of the 
Washington Post wrote that ". . , there was an abund- 
ance of shrill denunciations from professional F.B.I, 
haters of long standing . . •Princeton's Duane Lockard, 
conference chairman, loaded the sessions with plenty 
of critics." 

The Princeton conference did not hear a discussion 
of the F.B.I. 's misconduct, of any graft corruption, or 
similar shortcomings. What it heard was a challenge 
to the very authority of any governmental agency to 
defend the American society from those radical and 
subversive organizations which seek to destroy it. 

Harvard Law School Professor Vern Countryman, 
.for example, stated that he prefers bombings to the 
use of informants. He was asked if he would rather 
have people killed in bombings than to have the 
F.B.I, use informants in so-called political groups. He 
responded: "There are worse things than having some 
person killed — for example, having a whole society in- 
timidated." Commenting upon this statement, Rep. 
Barry Goldwater, Jr., stated that "The ludicrous na- 
ture of Professor Countryman's statement is illus- 
trated by the fact that he made it. Obviously he is 
not intimidated nor are the Jerry Rubins, Mark Rudds, 
William Kunstlers, Rennie Davies, and numerous oth- 
ers of this ilk who have traveled this country exhort- 
ing revolution. The inhuman character .of his state- 
ment needs no comment." 

Professor Thomas Emerson of Yale opposed the 
use of F.BJ. informants in the case of groups such 
as the Black Panthers, but supported such activities 
when they dealt with the Ku KIux Klaii. In the in- 
stance of the Klan, he said, political ideology was 
really irrelevant — it was simply law enforcement. Yet, 
when Panthers violate laws and engage in violence, 
somehow it is "politics." The double standard implicit 
in Professor Emerson's statement pervaded the con- 
ference. It is the same double standard which ad- 
vances the view that men such as Eldridge Cleaver 
are really political prisoners, even though they have 
been , arrested for crimes such as, in the case of 
Cleaver, rape. 

Commenting upon this self-serving proposition 
Murray Rothbard, an academician who was not pres- 
ent in Princeton, wrote that many ". . . have promul- 
gated the absurd theory 'that 'society/, (i.e. everyone - 
except the criminal, including his victim) is responsi- 
ble for crime, and not the criminal himself. Criminals 9 
have of course become adept at using their increasing* 
literacy to wrap themselves in left-wing justifications 
for their misdeeds.^ In the thirties and onward, it was 



sentimental liberalism that they clasped tp thejr bes 
oms, whining that they' were not responsible but onh 
the fact that not enough playgrounds had been pro 
vided for their childhood, or because their mother anc 
father hated each other. In recent years, this libera.] 
cop-out has been succeeded by revolutionary leftism 
Now the murderer, the rapist, the mugger, can preer 
himself as a member of the vanguard *of the 'revolu 
tion;' every time he knifes an old lady he can proudly 
label it a 'revolutionary act' against tt|^^|^plish 

The critics of the F.B.I, do not say that tfffF.B.I| 
has done its job badly. They say that the job, at least 
that aspect connected with protecting society frorr 
violent and subversive organizations, should be, done 
by no one. Society, they seem to be arguing, .-should 
be left defenseless. 

Fortunately, not all voices which are being raised 
to discuss the role of the F.BJ. in our society are 
hostile or prejudiced. Last week J. A. Parker, Presi- 
dent of the recently founded Friends of the F.B.I. 
(1660 L Street, N.W., Washington, D.C.), declared 

j that "The continuing campaign against the F.B.I, most 
recently evidenced by the grossly one-sided Princeton 

* Conference, demonstrates the critical need for an in- 
depth, factual study of the F.B.I, and the place of law 
enforcement in a modern society." Parker announced 
that his group had commissioned the widely respected 
Americans for Effective Law Enforcement to conduct 
.the study under the leadership of Richard Wright, 
a young Milwaukee attorney. 

Discussing the organization, AELE PresidojfcFred 
L. Inbau, Professor of Law at NorthweJfi£^3Pver-j 
sity, admitted the organization's one biSB^SHLE isl 
an action organization; not a debating society. Our 
purpose is to speak out in support of those proper] 
law ' enforcement policies and procedures which are 
essential for the protection of the law abiding citi- 
zen." The Princeton group adjnitted to no prejudices, 
a fact which makes many observers believe that the 
result of the AELE study may be more important to 
a proper understanding of the F.B.I/s^ole in^society 
than the outcome of the Princeton group's efforts. 
No organization, be it the F.B.I, or any other, 

\ has not made mistakes and is not open to criticism. 
The real question facing us is not whether the F.B.I. 
has done" a good' or bad job, although that question is 
worth asking and "answering. The larger question' is 
whether a free and democratic society has a right and 
obligation to defend itself against the forces which 
seek to destroy it. Hopefully, it is this question wliirtr 
will be addressed by those investigating the subject- - 
on whatever side. ^. *' 
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Honorable E. Jaek' Fishman 

/Citizen Tribune 

i ^iorristowa, Tennessee 37814 

tear Mr. Fishman: 

I toe had an opportunity to read the editorial 
entitled ''Trouble with the P£I n which appeared in the Novem- 
ber 22nd edition of your paper and am iudeea appreciative of 
your astute observations regarding the recently conciuaed con- 
foresee of the Committee for Public Justice, tly associates 
and I are grateful for your Mad comments concerning oar 
activities and hope our future enceavora continue to merit 
your confidence. 
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J» Edgar Hoover ^ 
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RE: EDITORIAL, CITIZEN TRIBUNE, 
MORRISTOWN #> ^?flNNESSEE , 
11/22/71, ^ROUBLE WITH THE FBI" 



remarks: I have acknowledged by personal letter 
to Editor; however. Bureau may wish to 
do likewise. 






(Mount Clipping in Space Below) 



With The FBI 



"7.1: n is perfect. Take the FBI. 
robber flees across several state 
• & ..umber of hostages, maybe kills a 

^p;e, and is finally arrested by the 
critics of the FBI are nowhere to be 
^ as though they were looking the other 
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! ?*. - . 
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£iiv ^uiet day come when no criminal 
. . a j ... o the head of an innocent hostage, and 
» u;e cnt - <,f the FBI start cranking up. Their 
:r s were heard in concert from Prin- 
' o , :> - recently, There, a so-callea citizens 
* < * was held to den* • ;ce the FBI and its 
; Jt A l cc«.>r l A r Hoover. 

AOt ...tcf : - ng were hostages rescued by the 
J FBI fr, wsnocidal criminals. Not attending 
vi>-<? K a and parents of children once 
j ,tu. * lu rescued by the FBI. Not attending 
. I liters in banks that were robbed, 
ihi I A caught the robbers and returned 

ala. attending were sick-sick killers of 
innocent people who were captured by the FBI 



and later executed or sentenced to prison where 
they can no longer prey on innocent people. Not 
attending were those big-shot syndicate types, 
the gang leaders, rich on prostitution, gambling,- 
dope peddling, who are now exiled or in prison 
because of excellent FBI work. There were a lot 
of people not attending. 

Who was attending this conference denouncing 
the FBI? Mostly people who hate the 'FBI 
because the FBI has been assigned to prevent 
bombing of Federal Buildings, the sacking of 
draft board offices, the burning of Federal 
Buildings like ROTC headquarters, etc. These 
objectors - demonstrators, if you will - believe 
f the FBI is keeping them from having a still freer 
land in "anti-war" work... 

....Actually, their efforts are not "anti-war." 
They are anti-establishment, which would be all 
right if their efforts were not so very often out- 
side the law - in violation of the rights of others. 
. Again, no organization is perfect. But as the 
? FBI is improved - and it is constantly beins 
improved - let's make sure it survives bettel: 
than ever. 
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January 3, 1972 



Mr* Brian^£^rnande2 
234 Cedar Street 
^Englewood, Nevz Jersey 07631 



Dear Mr. Fernandez: 

I received your letter on December 28th and cer- 
tainly thank you for your kind comments* Your thoughtfulness 
in writing as you did means a great deal to me and you may be 
sure I appreciate your support* In view of your interest, I 
am enclosing a copy of my letter to Mr. Duane Lockard. 

Sincerely yours , 
J, Edgar Hoover 

Enclosure 
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NOTE: Bufiles disclose nothing unfavorable regarding correspondent. 
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v EISENHOWER-USA 



J. Edgar Hoover, Director 
U. S. Department of Justice 
Washington, D, C. 20535 




LEWIS G.BERNSTEIN 

975 PARK AVENUE, NEW YORK CITY 10028 
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December 23, 1971 



Dear Mr. Hoover, 



Mr. Tolson 
Mr. Felt 
Mr. Rosen 
Mr. Mo 
Mr. Bi 
Mr. MfTlg?, E.S. 
Mr. Callahan _ 
Mr. Casper — 

Mr. Conrad 

Mr. Dalbey — 
Mr. Cleveland 

Mr. Ponder 

Mr. Bates 

Mr. Tavel 

Mr. Walters 

Mr. Soyar's 



Princeton University recently held a 
conference on the F.B.I, which was billed as 
| impartial* I JKnew D. Lockhard - he was an old 
professor of mine - and so I suspected it might be a 
fair conference. 



Tele. Room _ 
Miss Holmes 
Miss Gandy _ 



It was a great disappointment and very disturbing 
for me to find that the entire show was totally 
unbalanced .and totally designed for negative 
publicity. 



As a graduate of Princeton, which has tried to act 
in the nation 1 s service" , I want to apologize to you 
personally for this outrageous personal attack. 
It saddened a large number of fair minded people 
who have admired your enormous contributions to 
this country. I"m really sorry it happened. 



Sincerely, 

Brian Fernandez * ; f 60 
234 Cedar St. 
Englewood, N.J. 
07631 
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UEWIS G.;N^ EINSTEIN 

&75 PARK AVENUE, NEW YORK CITY I002TS 



January 3, 1972 




Mr, Duane^Lockard 
Depart ment of P olitic s 
"p^incetonJGfniyersity 
Princeton, H. J. 08540 

Dear Mr. Lockard: 



Mr. Callahca- 

Mr. Caspey 

Mr. Comad 

Mr, Dalbsy — 
Mr. Cleveland 

Mr. Ponder 

Mr. Bates 

Mr. V/aikart- 

Mr. Walter- 

Mr. Soycrs 

Tele. Room 



Miss Eolmes- 
Miss Gandy^ 




I 



The letter addressed to you by Director J. Edgar 
Hoover of the Federal Bureau of Investigation, dated October' 
7, 1971, has just been read by me as it appears in the FBI 1^1 
Law Enforcement Bulletin of December, 1971. ^* j 

The question instantly arises: Which do you prefer, 
the widespread corruption of local police law enforcement 
personnel, or the dedicated, incorruptible law enforcement 
of the Federal Bureau of Investigation? • 

Sincerely yours, 
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Mr. Tolson . 

Mr. Felt 

Mr. Rosen _ 
Mr. Mohr 



Mr. Bishop 

Mr. Miller, E.S 

Mr. Callahan 

Mr. Casper 

r. Conrad 

Sir. Dalbey 

ilr. Cleveland 

jr. Ponder . 
[r. Bates . 

Waikart 
r. Walters 
'. Soyars 
Ue. Room . 
)ss Holmes . 
iss Gandy . 



Mr* B. &dg&3r£entz 
AssTsT^t Attorney general 
Counsel to Department of Public 

Safety and Correctional Services 
One South Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21202 

Dear Mr. Lentss: 

X have received your letter of January 5th 
and appreciate your generous comments concerning my 
remarks in the letter to Mr* Lockard which appeared in 
the December issue of the FBI Law Enforcement Bulletin. 
You were indeed thoughtful to express your support for 
this Bureau's position in regard to this apparent attempt 
to discredit the FBI* 

in response to your request, I am forwarding 
to you, under separate cover, 20 reprints of my letter. 



JAN 1 3 1972 



Sincerely yours, 
&JSflgur Hoover 



1 - Mr. Engelmeier, Room 4724 (sent direct) 
USC Material; 

25 copies of letter to Mr. Duane Lockard, dated October 7, 1971 

NOTE: Mr. Lentz is former Special Agent EOD 11-2-42, retired 
.1-2-68 and is on Special Correspondents List. 
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HENRY R. LORD 
N C'R MAN POLOVOY 
OFf'UTY ATTORNEYS GENERAL 
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The Attorney General 

One South Calvert Street 
!<4th Floor 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203 

301- 383- 3737 

January 5, 1972 



Mr. Tolson ) 

Mr. Pelt 

Mr, 




Mr. Callahan 

Mr. Casper 

Mr. Conrai 
Mr. Dalb 
Mr. Cleveland 
Mr. Ponder 

Mr. Bates , 

Mr. Waikart _ 
Mr. Walters _ 
Mr., Soyars — 
Tele. Room _« 
Miss Holmes < 
Miss Gandy ^ 
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H. Edgar Hoover, Director 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
U. S. Department of Justice 
9th and Pennsylvania Avenue N.W. 
Washington , D. C. 20535 

Dear Mr- Hoover: 

I read with extreme interest your letter 
to Mr. Duane Lockard of Princeton University which 
appeared in the December 1971 issue of the FBI Law 
Enforcement Bulletin. 

It occurred to me that many individuals 
interested in good government would benefit by read- 
i r ng this letter. X offer my congratulations to you 
for the scope and depth of the letter, in addition 
to the judicious manner in which the Bureau's position 

n*was presented. In the event reprints of this letter 
are available I would appreciate twenty-five copies. 

Sincerely, 

H. Ecftfar Lentz 
Assistant Attorney General, 
Counsel to Department of Public 
Safety and Correctional Services j*/ 

\$m 3 JANjf 1972 
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F. eberstadt & Co., Inc. 

61 BROADWAY 
NEW YORK, N. Y. 10006 



Jarmary 13, 19|7^'^^- 



Mr. Tblso: 
Mr. Felt 
Mr. 




Mr. I^ilboy 

Mr. Cleveland- 



Mr. 



ider_ 



Mr. 6a es 

Mr. V'rikart- 
Mr. WalSe 
Mr. Soyars_ 
Tele. Room- 



Miss Gcmdy- 



Mr. J. Edgar Hoover 
Director 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 
U. S. Department of Justice 
Washington, D. C. 20535 

Dear Mr. Hoover: 

Thank you very much for your kind 
thoughts in your letter of January 3. I 
can assure you I will read your enclosure 
regarding Duane Lockard with great interest, 

Sincerely, 



r 



\ 



Brian R. ? rernandez S 
Vice President 
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OWkTED STATES G^ERNMENT 

Memorandufn 



Tolson 

Felt_^L_V 




TO 



FROM : 



SUBJECT: 



Mr. Bishop 



DATE: 2-7-72 



M 



PROGRAM VFBI ROLE IN SOCIETY" 
ON NATIONAL EDUCATIONAL TELEVISION 
BASED ON THE TWO -DAY CONFERENCE 
ON THE FBI AT PRINCETON UNIVERSITY 
IN OCTOBER,! 1971 



Soyai 
)ti/* Holm 



»t — 

rs **ZhJi£ 



aikart. 
Walters 
Soy an 

Room 

Holmes 

Gandy 




A prior memorandum concerning the proceedings of the above 



conference which was sponsored by thF "Committee for Public Justice" indicated tha£J 
the proceedings would be filiiied by National- Educational Television and a 
program produced from thes ! 6 films. This program was broadcast over 
Chamiel 13 in New York on February 1, 1972, and our New York Office has 
furnished us a tape *and a transcription of the program. The transcription 
is attached and the tape will be retained in the Crime Research Section. 



■ The following' is a brief summary of the program. The 
moderator indicated that thejDirector had declined to participate in the 
conference and the television broadcast. 

) Former Special Agent Robert Wall alleged that he covered 
demonstrations which the Bureau felt were infiltrated by the Communist 
Party but that he learned that there was not much of a communist menace. 

> Former Agent Jack Shaw said that,in an article, the Director said any agency 
not willing to take a long look at itself was dead, and that this is what is 
wrong with the Bureau, according to Shaw. 

Frank Donner said the informer was the classic tool of 
undercover. . political investigation and the Agents had quotas to make 
regarding the number of informants they developed. He alleged that at 
some meetings a large portion in attendance were FBI informants. 
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M. A. Jone$! to Bishop Memo 
RE: PROGRAM "FBI ROLtflN SOCIETY" 

Robert Tatman and David Sannes, both claimed to be former 
Bureau informants, and Sannes alleged FBI Agents had instructed him to 
I commit crimes. Former Department of Justice officials William Bittman 
land William Hundley both stated they could not believe such allegations 
I against FBI Agents. Robert Wall claimed that the security informants 
I he operated 'never brought anything worthy of prosecution and Agents did 
|not want such information from the informants because the Agents would 
Ithen have to develop new informants . 

Professor Thomas Emerson said FBI security investigations • 
went far beyond subversive activities and espionage and had concerned 
themselves with any signs of political dissidence or disruption. I. F. Stone 
said he regarded the Director as the "most subversive figure in the history 
of our time" and the FBI was guilty of un-American activities. He said 
that where FBI informants have been brought into criminal proceedings, 
they have been singularly unsuccessful. Stone claimed that in loyalty 
proceedings and seburity proceedings, FBI activities had an intimidating 
effect on civil liberties. He also alleged that the FBI has always enormously 
exaggerated the power of the Communist Party. He also said he regarded 
any liberal statements made by the Directjbr as "basically eye-wash" for 
public relations purposes, j 

it 

Fred Cook, well-known FBi critic, reiterated his claims 
( that the FBI had done nothing about organized crime until 1960. 

John Doar, former Assistant Attorney General, renewed his 
charges that the Bureau didn't understand what its job was in civil rights at first 
|but later did a good job in reducing violence in Mississippi. 

\. 

| Vincent Broderick, former New York Police Commissioner, 
alleged that the FBI had no competence in training local police. He charged 
that FBI Agents have access, to police files but the police do not have access 
to FBI files. He advocated a national police force and said the leading 
spokesman against a national police force is the Director. He said the FBI 
had to be dragged into some." cases and the only person successful in doing 
that was Bobby Kennedy. 



RECOMMENDATION: , ,| 

For information. 
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' Memorandum 



^ I'MTED STAT* 



Government 



Tolson . 

Koscn _ 
Mohr„ 




TO 



JFROM 



' SUBJECT: 



Mr. Bishop 
!. A. /JoneS' r g 



DATE: 2-29-72 



Vfnhan _ 

Casper 

Conrad 

Dal bey 

Cleveland . 



M. 



CONGRESSMAN FRANK S. DENHOLM 
(D -SOUTH DAKOTA) 



Ponder . 

Bates 

Waikart 

Walters 

Soyars 

Tele. Room . 
Holmes . 
Candy . 




* . - . Th.e Director is in receipt of a letter dated February 23, 1972, from 
captioned individual in which he makes reference to the October, 1971, conference^ 
held at Princeton University on the FBI sponsored by the Committee for Public 
Justice. Denholm comments that he had recently obtained a copy of the Director^ A 

V^lrT? C '° her «> ^'k toDuaneL -kard,Wtmentof P Po^ 
University, ano wondered whether someone in the Bureau could briefly narrate in 
writms: "the resnonsp repaid 4-p ™ x. ,„ „ / "<"raie in 



... ," , — — * w * jui uic Duiectu cuuiu orienv narrate 

rorferenc* e ^ eSPOnSe reCelved ' U ^ and the «^ of the 'bogus' October 



COMMITTE E FOR PUBLI C JUSTICE: 

. " ~ ^ 

/ As you will recall, the Committee for Public Justice sponsored a ^ 
s^^rT' n ?f l J r , 2W0 ' 1971 ' at Mnceton University. A number of \| 
?he FBI 1*?" and the Conferenc e was thoroughly stacked against * 

/,? . il00Ver ' m his letter t0 Lockard, stated the Bureau's position and ^ 
said that, because of the anti-FBI prejudice of the participants, the FB ^ would not 
accept Lockard's invitation to send a Bureau representative. W 

CONGRESSMAN DENHOLM: | 

1 1 /5>fi/Rfi a „H Dertho1 ™ is a former Special Agent of the FBI, entering on duty | 
11/26/56 and resigning ,1/27/61. Services satisfactory He was elected to the I 
™ JL i YT; U / 3 /70. Our relations with Denholm liave been limited but most! 
Sm pnA 0 Sf^ S ex P ressed ^vorable views concerning Mr. Hoover and the . 
* BI and stated he was extremely upset over recent criticism of Bureau 



OBSERVATIONS: 



is noorlv infn^!i eW + l Denh0ll ? ?S } etter ° f 2/23/72 WOuld indicate that Denholm 
is poorly informed about the recent anti-FBI conference at Princeton University He 

obviously is very much in support of Mr, Hoover, and it would appear toTe in the 

J& NOT RECOfcDpf' 



1 - Mr. Bishop 
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M. A. Jones to Bishop Memo 

RE: CONGRESSMAN FRANK E. DENHOLM 



Bureau's best interests if the Congressman could be personally briefed in detail 
about the Conference. In this way, not only would he become better informed, but 
he might be in a position to take constructive action to help the Bureau. He would 
be told that the Conference was very anti-FBI and that, except among those already 
anti-FBI in viewpoint, the Conference actually was an "academic bust " 

RECOMMENDATION: 

That a representative of the Crime Records Division contact 
Congressman Denholm to explain the background of the anti-FBI Princeton 
Conference. 
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Erector: 

ATTN: CRIME RECORDS 
SAC, NEW YORK (66-3^76) 



Mr. Clevelan^l. 

Mr. Ponder 

Mr. Bates 

Mr. Waikart _ 
Mr. Walters _ 

Mr. Soyars 

Tele. Room _ 
Miss Holmes. 
Miss Gandy _ 



SUBJECT: ROBERT^wALL 

FORMER SA ^ 

Appearance" on tv programed, 



CHANNEL 13, NY, NY 
VTf/72 " — 



DATELINE 13" 




Information Concerning (a- 

Re telcall V11/72, from Supervisor ROBERT B. DAVENPORT 



WALL appeared on telecast over Channel 13, NY, NY 
at 8:30pm, ty11/72. 

Following is a summary of captioned telecast: 

SUBJECT introduced himself as ROBERT WALL having 
been born and raised in Buffalo, attended the Seminary at 
St. Bonaventure University, left that and entered the Navy. 
After they Navy he entered the FBI as an organization of 
integritjpnd where a lot of good could be done. His first 
office was Miami and from there was sent to language school 

Ito learn Hebrew^© he could monitor phones at the Israeli Embassy. 
He found this uninteresting so asked to be transferred to the 
Internal Security Squard. He got the transfer because it was 
composed of a group who had spent 20 years investigating the 
Communist Party and related activities and the supervisor was 

| considered a kind of a nut. There wasn't much of a Coumunist 
/Menace and they shopped around for something to keep them busy 
so they started investigating Anti War Organizations under the 
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title of Comifil to justify investigation of legitimate political 
activity* Later Civil Rights Movement was also investigated 
under Communist Inf iltration* This included who the members were, 
what their activities were, how much financial support they had# 
Upon interview of a member, if he did not agree to become an 
informant, his employer was talked to in order to get- the guy 
fired * 

During this period he began to fbel itronger and 
stronger that they were trying to put down people wha were not 
doing anything ipgwi^* His wife CAMMIE right from the start of 
his Bureau career hatf a lot of questions about the Bureau* 

CAMMIE, his wife, said that she and other new agents 
wives were given about an hours lecture in JOE CASPER 1 s office, 
the Assistant Director, about what an Agent r s wife can do and 
can't do, which was mostly to be quiet and stay at home and not 
talk about politics and just be super wives* 

WALL said he was impressed with the job and 
organization and the power that FBI credentials gave him especially 
in Miami • 

In 1967 he began an investigation of the Institute For 
Policy Studies under New Left Activities and Racial Matters 
assignments* 

It seemed to him that many leaders of the New Left, 
Racial or Civil Rights groups would go to the istitute for some 
reason or other* The Bureau looked on the Movement as a 
Conspiracy and he reasoned that the center of the conspiracy 
would be the Institute* He opened the case on the Institute and 
it was assigned to him* In 1 971 he discussed his investigation 
of the Institute with RICHARD BARNETT, MARCUS RASKIN, and 
ARTHUR WASKOW (phonetic) of the IPS staff* He tried to place 
an informant in the Institute* He intended that the informant 
be accepted so that the informant would be able to go out and 
conspire* 

WALL said that on the college campuses they would get 
a person attracted to the Young Americans For Fi*eedom, a 
conservative group, who was not well know as YAF oriented and 
get them to enter Students for Democratic Sotiety and the money 
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I they paid him was gravy for some one going to college . He said 
l that JERRY GRIMALDI (phonetic) and he recruited a Cuban and put 
I him in the houses in Washington which housed SDS and the 
[underground newspaper. The informant said' it would be easy 
Ito burn the place down. WALL was disgusted that the informant 
Would think of that as people lived in the houses. GRIMALDI 
told the informant' that he shouldn ! t think of such a thing, 
'but GRIMALDI said it in such a way to indicate that if the 
informant did it, no one would complain about it. About a 
week later he heard that the Fire Department had been there 
as a fire had been started in a pile of leaflets in the front 
door of the place. 

His decision to leave the Bureau was a gradual process. 
He looked on society as being composed of the Family, The Church 
and the State. They were regular Church goers and began to 
question the Church in its apparent interest in building big 
monuments and Institutions rather than solving the problems 
of the day. This led to questioning the Country. They were 
taught in school that the Country could do no wrong and and 
attempt to discredit it was an attempt by the Communists in 
their World Conspiracy to subvert us. The Bureau 1 s role was not 
only to expose this conspiracy if there is one but to create the 
myth of such a conspiracy so that the people would accept the 
American Doctrine without any question. He talked to his wife 
about all his Bureau activities and she saw the effect these 
investigations were having on him and changing him in a way 
that was making her uncomfortable. 

His wife, CAMMIE, said that what he was doing to 
other people did not bother her as much as the changes in him 
that were making him like them. 

He said that his wife would ask him why he was 
surveilling such and such a person, or investigating them, what 
crime had they committed. He said he felt he was under the 
inquisition. 

He said that they started the Ghetto Informant 
program which was ridiculous. They contacted local bakers, 
bartenders etc and expected them to be able to say when a riot 
was going to happen. 

I The Ghetto Informant program was frightening because 

[you were paying people to be informants who did not have any 
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access to criminal or security information but what you were 
doing was subverting or turnig people all over the eity against 
one another. Money was the main motivating factor in getting 
Racial Matters, There was no ideological to sis to get one black 
man to inform on another even in terms o> ■< punters. The mast 
moderate persons looked on the Panthers a ?rs in the same 

struggle even though the means might be d. ■ , An informant 
who was a close friend of STOKELY, CARL4ICH7. n u to be constantly 
reassured about what was being done was be c for her own 

best interest and the country's best interest. She put him on 
the spot by asking him to Explain the shootings at Orangeburg 
and Jackson State. Dividing the loyalty between the money the 
informant depends on to live and friends and associates is a 
• hard problem. / 

WALL showed the building that was used no a lookout 
on the place where CARMICHAEL lived. He said they followed 
him from the time he came into city until he loft* Sometimes 
they dropped off the surveillance at one or two o'clock in the 
morning if it looked like he went to bad. They did this one 
time when TOM HAYDEN came to STOKELY ' s apartment. They did not 
want to leave HAYDEN because he might take off somewhere. An 
agent walked beneath the window which was on the second floor 
and because they heard the clink of }SF- ice they figured 
HAYDEN would be there awhile since they were having a party. 
This got them off the hook as to what HAYDEN was doing there. 
The Bureau assumed that HAYDEN who was organizing the Anti War 
Movement would be in collusion with CARMICHAEL to cause some 
damage in the City and by saying they were partying they got out 
from having to explain exactly what was going on. WALL said that 
in order to disrupt the march that NATIONAL MOB was organizing 
in Washington at the time they composed a letter saying that the 
Blacks in Washington were not going to participate because they 
always got gassed etc. The letter said that the Blacks would 
not participate unless a $20,000 security was posted with a 
1 black organization in the city. They forged what he believes 
was DOUG MOORE's name to the letter. An informant in NATIONAL 
MOB's Headquarters in Wisconsin said that this upset the 
organization. He thinks that the meeting between HAYDEN and 
CARMICHAEL was to iron out this. 

JULIUS HOBSON in Washington who was a thorn in our 
side had made a statement one time that he was a Marxist. ,He . 
was working for HEW at the time. We wrote up a press release 
with all true things about him and put them in a bic£iii$fucal"?r; 




* 



s ketch * including the I am a Marxist bit in a derogatory way* 
This was sent to the Bureau which contacted its friendly press 
man and a paragraph would appear in an article ♦ In the field 
on Internal Security is a massive and effective political polic e 
force* They have set the standard of orthodoxy and will put 
down anyone who challenges what they think society should be. 
As I got into the organization I found it was more repressive 
in the things that it did. From investigating the leaders of 
the peace marches for Communist infiltration it became 
investigating everyone in the peace movement and the same in 
the Civil Rights Field as well as the Ghetto Informants. It jf 
made people suspicious of their neighbors* What finally made! 
us quit was the Democratic Convention in Chicago* First it 
was a duel investigation of the Riot and Police Brutality. 
It deteriorated into just an investigation of the Riot with 
the Police Brutality dropped* The final straw was the 1 
investigation of the Black School in Washington. , The Supervisor 
on the Racial desk said that this was a school to: train 
guerillas* I conducted an investigation for six months and a3L 
informants said that it was nothing but a school* Racism in 
supervisory level was such that they iould not accept that 
this might be something good* So we decided to leave* 

May of this year I happened to catch a couple of 
Agents talking to the postman down the street* For the next 
couple of days he was delivering the mail and going back down 
(the stairs and making notations on 3 by 5 cards* 
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\J Executive Council 
L/£Torman Dorsen, chairman 
* Blair Clark, Treasurer 
\ Thomas Brandon 
Robert L. Carter 
Ramsey Clark 
Robert Coles 
Charles E. Goodell 
Elinor Gordon , A 
Lillian Hellman /, • * 
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May 11, 1972 




John Hersey ""^fo* 
John Mansfield x jfc^ 
Aryeh Neier 
Robert B. Silvers 
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Hon* Richard M. Nixon 
White House 
""^Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. President: 



MrV 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 

^phM^rs^S— 

Mr. Callahan 

Mr. Casper 

Mr. Conrad..-. 

Mr. Daib-sy 

Mr. Cleveland 

Mr. Ponder 

Mr. Bates 

Mr. Waika: 
Mr. Walters. 

I Mr. Soyars. 
Tele. Room 




Enclosed is the final chapter of the book 
based on the Princeton FBI Conference. It contains the 
recommendations of the Conference with regard to the 
FBI* Norman Dorsen said in his recent telegram > 
you that we would send you a copy of this. - /v * ' 



to 




Sincerely yours. 
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Mr. Felt J 

Mr. Ca:*'pMl-— ~ 

Mr, Rosen , LJ ^, 

Mr. Mohr : 

Mr. 'Bishop 

Mr. MMer, BS 

Mr. Callahan.. 

Mr. Casper 

Mr. Conrad.~, 

Mr. Daibey. 

Mr. Cleveland I 



Mr. Waikart 

Mr. Wa! 
Mr. Soyara_^|| 
Tele. RoomJ<2S| 

W7'\ 



L. Patrick Gray III, Esq. 
Acting Director 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Department of Justice 
Washington* D.C. 

Dear Mr. Gray: 

Last .October, as you know, this Committee and 
Princeton University's Woodrow Wilson School of Public 
and International Affairs sponsored a two day conference 
on the FBI, which we chaired. Some 50 scholars, lawyers, 
journalists, former Justice Department officials and others 
participated. During the conference we discussed many 
aspects of the Bureau's work, Including its relationship 
with local police, its effectiveness in the civil rights 
and organized crime areas, its budget, its handling of 
information on private citizens, its use of informers 
and electronic surveillance, and its observance of the 
Bill of Rights. 

The conference received substantial press attention 
and was the subject of a one hour program on educational 
television. In addition, the conference papers and the 
transcript of the discussion have been edited and will 
soon be published. 

In view of Mr. Hoover's death, your appointment 
andXmr plans for the Bureau expressed in recent inter- 
views, we would like to invite you to attend a meeting 
with us and a number of the conference participants in 
the hope that an Important dialogue on the future of the_ 
Bureau Mgh* be he^Jjg ^JQ. //^^- 

We suggest June 20, 21 or 22. in Washington, D.C. 
Since a number" of people will have to be notiflSdJUN 12 1972 
please let us know your interest as soon as possible. 





josepn wemstem M**w*j£ 



C. Vanii WcStward 
Adam Yarmoliasky* 




'Hated with the ACLU Foundation 
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x L, Patrick Gray III, Esq. 
Page Two 
May 17, 1972 . 



We would, of course, make a copy of the manuscript of the 
FBI book available to. you beforehand* If these dates 
are inconvenient, please suggest an alternative date. 



dw 




Sincerely yours, 
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I Mr. Bishop 



DATE 5/24/72 



FROM :M. A. 




Felt 

Mohr 

Rosen 

jop 

ahan 

ampbell 

Casper 

Cleveland 

Conrad 

Dalbey . 




Miller, E.S. 
Ponder . 

Soyars y/ 



y SUBjECT:MESSRS. NORMAN DORSEN, 

DUANE LOCKARD , AND BURKE MARSHALL 
COMMI TTEE FOR PUBLIC^JJJ^ICE^ 

REQUEST INTERVIEW WITH MR. GRAY IN WASHINGTON, D.C. , 
TUESDAY, WEDNESDAY, OR THURSDAY, 6/20-22/72 






BACKGROUND : 

By letter of 5/17/72, signed by captioned individuals, they 
indicated that the Committee for Public Justice (CPJ) and Princeton 
University's Woodrow Wilson School of Public and International Affairs, 
sponsored a two-day conference on the FBI last October which was 
chaired by Messrs. Dorsen, Lockard, and Marshall. They note that in 
view of Mr. Hoover 1 s death, Mr. Gray f s appointment, and his plans for 
the Bureau as expressed in recent interviews, they would like to have 
Mr. Gray attend a meeting consisting of these three individuals and a 
number of other conference participants in the hope that an important 
dialogue on the future of the FBI might be held. They indicated that 
June" 20, 21, or 22, in Washington, D.C, would be convenient to them ^ 
and that they would make a copy of the manuscript of a book based on£^ 
the Princeton Conference available to Mr. Gray. ijS^* 

Also forwarded from the Department, without instructions, is 
a letter of 5/11/72, from Stephen Gillers to President Nixon, which 
encloses the final chapter of this book ancl- ^hich contains recommenda- 
tions regarding the FBI resulting from the Princeton Conference. 

INFORMATION XKL BUFILES : 

( ~T^N^^^^RSEN, described as the general counsel of the 

American- Ciy.il. ilfce^tTes Union (ACLU) , has not been the subject- of an 
Investigation by the FBI. However, our files reveal that in September, 
1962, a Professor Norman Dorsen was a scheduled speaker at seminars 
conducted by the Emergency Civil Liberties Committee (ECLC) , a cited 
organization. The -6/25/62, issue of the "National Review" contained an 
article indicating that Professor Norman Dorsen, New York University 
School of Law, prepared the brief submitted to the U.S. Supreme Court 
by the ACLU requesting the Court to review the conviction of Robert 
Soblen, who was convicted of conspiracy to commit espionage in U.S. 
District Court, New York City, on 7/13/61, and was sentenced to ^erms 
of ten years and life imprisonment. "The New York Times " in^4ti 

Mr. Bishos^Httf^ EX-116 1 " M * : * J ° neS 
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M. A. Jones to Bishop Memo 

RE: MESSRS • DORSEN, LOCKARD, AND MARSHALL 

Lockard has not been the subject of an investigation conducted 
by us and there is no pertinent information in our files concerning 
him. However , two of his daughters have been the subjects of security- 
type investigations conducted by this Bureau. Janet Frances Lockard 
is the subject of a Security Matter — Anarchist — Venceremos Brigade 
investigation which reveals that she left New Orleans, Louisiana, in 
March, 1971, to participate in the Fourth Contingent of the Venceremos 
Brigade. She returned to the United States by way of St. John, New 
Brunswick, on 5/29/71. She has been active in Women 1 s ' Liberation, 
various antiwar efforts, and pro-Black Panther Party activities. 

Lockard f s other daughter, Leslie Katherine Scott, nee 
Lockard, is also the subject' of a Security Matter — Anarchist — 
Venceremos Brigade investigation based on her traveling to Cuba in 
December, 1969 K with the Venceremos Brigade. 

1, '/. BU^ ^n5^Ha^L_w as born^on 10/1/22, at Plainfield r New Jersey,. 

- 'and attended xaTe University receiving an A. 6. degree and an LL.B. 
< degree, the latter in 1951. He was associated with the Washington, D.C., 

"law firm of Covington and Burling from 1951 until 1961 when he was 
, ; appointed Assistant Attorney General in charge of the Civil Rights 
' '^/Division. He resigned this position in early 1965. 

Marshall was the subject of an applicant-type investigation 
in January, 19-61, in connection with his appointment as Assistant 
Attorney General and this investigation disclosed no unfavorable 
information concerning him. 

In February, 1964, we learned that Mr. Marshall had contacted 
the White House to advise that he personally knew the FBI had leaked 
information concerning Martin Luther King's background to a newspaper 
reporter. Marshall was subsequently contacted by Assistant to the 
Director Rosen, who advised Mr. Marshall that his story that the FBI 
had leaked information concerning Martin Luther King was not true. 
Marshall mentioned on that occasion that Reese Claghorn, a reporter 
for the "Atlanta Journal," Atlanta, Georgia, had contacted him for 
information regarding King for use in a' story he was writing for the 
"Saturday Evening Post."' Marshall claimed that Claghorn obviously 
knew a great deal about King, that he was fishing for more information, 
but that there was no indication, as far as Marshall was concerned, 
that any information Claghorn had came from anyone at FBI Headquarters. 
Marshall said it appeared that Claghorn picked up this information in 
the field in the Atlanta area. 

Marshall wrote the FBI on 7/29/64, to commend the Atlanta 
Office for its excellent work in investigating violations of the Civil 

- 3 - 
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M. A. Jones to Bishop Memo 

RE: MESSRS . DORSEN, LOCKARD, AND MARSHALL 



of June 15 , 1962, stated that Norman Dorsen, Professor , New York 
University Law School , was one of 25 professors who endorsed Justice 
Hugo Black f s dissent from the Supreme Court f s decision requiring the 
Communist Party to register with the United States Government. 

On November 20 , 1963 , a news release was issued by the 
organization , Student Committee for Travel to Cuba, critical of United 
States policy restricting travel to Cuba. The release states that the 
Federal Government was attempting to intimidate the organization by 
indicting three students who had visited Cuba on the first trip sponsored 
by the organization. It pointed out further that the action by the 
Federal Government was opposed by many leading scholars in the Nation 
and included among those listed was one "Norman Dorsen of N.Y.U." 

In an article entitled "Law Professors Attack Claim of Tap 
which appeared in the 6/26/69, issue of "The Washington Post," 
it was noted that 13 prominent law professors called on Attorney General 
John N. Mitchell to, drop his claim that the Government may wiretap 
and bug, free from court supervision, domestic organizations it con- 
siders subversive. These professors further indicated that the "recently 
disclosed wiretapping of the late Reverend Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr., 
and Elijah Muhammed showed how dubious is the competence of Federal 
officials." Among the professors listed was Norman Dorsen, New York 
University. 

On 4/7/70, our New York Office advised that Norman Dorsen, 
New York University Law School, was one of several individuals who 
participated in a debate with Abbott Hoffman, Jerry Rubin, and Rennie 
Davis on a TV show in New York City on 3/19/70. Dorsen was described 
as a Professor of Law, New York University, and Director of the Arthur 
Garfield Hayes Civil Liberties Memorial Program at that school. The 
December, 1969, issue of "The Bill of Rights Journal," published by 
the ECLC, listed Norman Dorsen, New York City, as among the lawyers 
who had contributed through "The Bill of Rights Journal" t6 the work 
of the ECLC. "^wv / 

l 1 ■ 

WALTER^UANE L0CKA.RD was born in West Virginia | | He b6 

received "aTT^hTB. in Political Science from Yale University xn 1952. b7c 
He was an Instructor at Wesleyan, 1950-51; Assistant Professor, 
Political Science , at Connecticut College f 1951-61; and has been at 
Princeton University since the latter date. He was a Ford Foundation 
'Fellow, 1954-55, and served as an officer in the United States Air 
Force from 1942 to 1946. 
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M. A.- Jones to Bishop Memo 

RE: MESSRS. DORSEN, LOCKARD, AND MARSHALL 



Rights Act of 1964. Marshall also wrote Mr. Hoover on 1/16/65 , at 
which time he was leaving the Department , to express his gratitude for 
the efforts the Bureau had made "to adapt itself to a greatly increased 
and changed exercise of responsibility in the civil rights field." 
He also commented most favorably concerning the Bureau's work in 
Mississippi against the Ku Klux Klan. 

Marshall is also one of the individuals who submitted studies 
on intelligence and internal security problems made available to 
Democratic Presidential candidates and which studies might be included 
in the platform of the Democratic Party. 

It will be recalled that the Conference, which was chaired 
by captioned individuals , was allegedly for the purpose of examining, 
in a nonpartisan and objective way, the role, structure, and power of 
the FBI in the American society. Several news releases subsequently 
questioned the validity of the findings of this Conference because it ^ 
appeared that most of the participants had prior reputations of being a 



critical of the FBI. 
OBSERVATIONS-: 



Although it may appear to be somewhat presumptuous on the par^ 
of these individuals to request Mr. Gray to meet with them and some <| 
of their conference participants for the purpose of holding an "importarffe 
dialogue" on the future of the Bureau, it is felt that no' harm would | 
result in at least furnishing them the courtesy of listening to them. \^ 
Particularly, since Mr. Gray will be armed with information concerning^ | 
some of the views held by Messrs. Dor sen, Lockard, and Marshall, and ^| 
no commitments need be made with them at that time. ^S' 

RECOMMENDATIONS ; J; 

(1) That if Mr. Gray desires to meet with these three \^ 
individuals, Messrs. Dor sen, Lockard, and Marshall, only, he is re- 
quested to indicate a time on either June 20, 21, or 22, at which he >y$ 
could see them, or some other date and time convenient to him, Mr. Gra^|^: 

0,/ a£ X P/n /J v. / ^ 

(2.) That this memorandum be returned to the Crime Records *'%\ 
Division at which time Mr. Dorsen will be contacted and advised of ' " 
Mr. Gray's wishes, and a request will also be made for a copy of the \>^\. 
manuscript of the book they contemplate publishing on the FBI. V'fS* 

sJ?/^-/4 - 4 

ffcvvt Cji .... fix- v, > CMv, 4 CUtU \ 
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MR. SOYARS 

MR. WAIKART 

MR. WALTERS' 

MRS. NEENAN 



SEE ME 

NOTE AND RETURN 

PREPARE REPLY 

SEND MEMO TO ATTORNEY GENERAl 

FOR YOUR RECOMMENDATION 

WHAT ARE THE FACTS? 

HOLD 

REMARKS: 

My inclination is to meet wit|^ titeg e three men as a n 
initial start, and not with a f^^^of them. I want to 
know all that we know about these three men. 
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REASON • 
^Kfefr DATE DF RE 

MES SRS. NORMAN DORSET, ^ / /' 

JXJA*NE£LOCKARD, AND BURKEiMARSHALL 
COMMITTEE FOR PUBLIC JUSTICE N 
REQUEST INTERVIEW WITH MR. GRAY IN 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 




Casper 

Cleveland . 
Conrad . 
Dalbey . 
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except/vvHere SHOWN 
0THERWISE\ . 
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Miller, B-S 

Ponder . 
Soy are . 
Waiters . 
Tele. Room 
Mr. Kinley JJL 
Mr. Armstrong- 
Ma. Herwig 
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It will be recalled that the above 3 individuals, all me mbe rs 
of the Executive Council of the Committee for -Public Justice," the organization 
which"spon sored and put on (along with Princeton University's Woodrow Wilson 
School of Public and International Affairs), a two-day conference on the FBI 
last October, requested a meeting with Mr. Gray and indicated they would like 
>?some of the individuals who had participated in the conference at Princeton to 
lso take part in the meeting. Mr. Gray indicated that he would meet first with 
the above 3 captioned individuals at 2:30 p.m. on 6/21/72 for one hour. 

k! On 6/2/72 Bishop telephonically contacted Mr, Dorsen to 

confirm the appointment, at which time Mr. Dorsen advised that he would check 
with other members on the Executive Council to determine if it would be 
^ T % satisfactory for the 3 captioned individuals only to meet with Mr, Gray, rather 
than being accompanied by some of the participants in the Princeton conference. 

On the morning of 6/5/72, Dorsen telephonically contacted 
Bishop. At this time he stated that the members of the Committee for 3?ublic 
Justice are very happy that Mr. Gray has indicated he would be willing to meet 
with representatives of that Committee. He said that Burke Marshall, one of 
the 3 individuals with whom Mr. Gray indicated he would meet, will be out of 
the country through June 21, 1972. Therefore, Mr. Dorsen wished to know if 
Mr. Gray could possibly postpone the meeting to anytime on June 27, 28 or 29, 1972, 
so that all 3 of the individuals who Mr. Gray has indicated he would see, can be 

present. fX-116^1 $2 - //tyf 

Mr. Dorsen thdn stated that he and his 2 companions would 
very much like to be accompanied in their meeting with Mr, Gray by Mr. Stephen 
Gillers, the Executive Director of the Committee fo r Public Ju stice^ Mr. Dorsen 



1 - Mr. Bishop 
1 - Mr. Kinley 



1 - Mr. Malmfeldt 
1 - Mr. M. A. Jones 
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Bishop to Felt memo (continued) 

Re: MESSRS. NORMAN DORSEN, DUANE LOCKARD AND 
BURKE MARSHALL 



indicated that Gillers is the Committee's "staff man" and he thought that it 
would be essential that Gillers accompany him, Burke Marshall and Professor 
Duane Lockard when they meet with Mr. Gray. 

Dorsen also stated that in addition to he, Marshall, Lockard 
and Gillers, it was very much desired by the Committee for Public Justice that 
Mr. Gray also agree to meet with the following other 3 representatives of that 
Committee: (1) Professor James Vorenberg of Harvard Law School; (2) Professor 
Thomas Emerson of Yale Law School and (3) Reverend Andrew J. Young, who 
Dorsen described as a "very intelligent, young Southern black who is from 
Georgia and who is running for some sort of public office there now. " When 
asked if this was the same Reverend Young who was formerly an assistant to 
Reverend Martin Luther King, he confirmed that they were the same. Mr. Dorsen 
advised that it was felt that these latter 3 individuals would be needed at the 
meeting with Mr. Gray in order to make the talks "substantive" because they had 
been key participants in the Princeton conference and were very knowledgeable 
concerning the FBI. He advised, however, that he realizes that Mr. Gray has 
indicated that he wished to limit the meeting to the 3 who originally requested it, 
and also realizes that this is only an initial meeting and could well open the door 
for additional meetings in the future at which more representatives of the Committee 
for Public Justice could attend. He said that he, Marshall and Lockard would 
still be willing to meet with Mr. Gray, even if Mr. Gray did not wish to include 
Vorenberg, Emerson and Young, providing that Mr. Gray would be able to see 
them on either June 27, 28 or 29 (instead of June 21) and if Stephen Gillers could 
accompany them. 



Data in Bufiles: 




V 



^_ Stephen Gillers i s known to be the Exej3utive_D.irector_QLthe_ 
Committee for^Public, Justic e but Bureau files contain no information concerning 
hinrand no biographical data can be located on him. 

Jame^/v'orenberg was born in Boston, Massachusetts, 1/10/28; 
received an AB^degree'~*at Harvard in M^andTHsXLTB degree from Harvard 
in 1951. He was a law clerk to Supreme Court Justice Frankfurter in 1953-1954 
and was a member and later a partner of the law firm of Ropes and Gray from 
1954 to 1962. He became a Professor at Harvard Law School in 1962. Under 
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Bishop to Felt memo (continued) 
Re: MESSRS. NORMAN DORSEN, DUANE LOCKARD AND 
BURKE MARSHALL 



Attorney General Robert Kennedy he served in the Justice Department in the 
Office of Criminal Justice and served as Executive Director of the President's 
Commission on Law Enforcement and Administration of Justice, which was 
established by President Johnson in July, 1965, and which released its final 
report in February, 1967. 

A 




Professor Thoma% Emerson w as born July 12, 1907, at p Q 

Passai c, New Jersey and received 'an LL. B. degree-trcmarYate~^^ in 193jul 

From 1933 to 1945 he held important, positions in various United States Government 
agencies and since 1946 has beeraa Professor of Law at Yale University. He 
has been the subject of a security-type investigation since the early 1940s{when 
he was reported as being a hidden member of the Communist Party (CPj^AAlthough 
there is no recent evidence of CP. membership on his part, Emerson has been 
associated for many years with the" National Lawyers Guild, a cited organization, 
as well as various CP front organizations, and was active in the National 
Committee to Abolish the House Un-American Activities Committee, and has also 
been active in activities of groups opposed to United States participation in the 
Vietnam war. During the Princeton conference, Emerson presented a paper 
entitled "The Federal Bureau of Investigation and the Bill of Rights." The thrust 
of the paper was that in the name of "national security" the FBI has regularly 
violated individual rights protected by the First and Fourth Amendments of the 
Constitution by its "loyalty" and "subversive" investigations. In the paper, 
Emerson argues that the FBI has gone beyond its legitimate investigative authority 
to protect national security and in doing so ". . . conceives of itself as an instrument 
to prevent radical social change in America. " Emerson recommended a public 
board to oversee FBI op erations and an ombudsman to protect the public from 
arbitrary FBI practices."^P|lH|f5Li 



Reverend Andrew J.YYoung was bornl L at 



.'b6 

_ ^ ^ - t>7C 

New Orleans, JEgaisiana. He is niaj^ied and is a resident of Atlanta 4 _Georgia. // ; 
- Sin^eT9~61 he has held various leadership positions in the Southern Christiarl 
Leadership Conference (SCLC) a Negro civil rights organization in Atlanta, < 
Georgia, which was headed by the Reverend Martin Luther King. He was 
considered part of the "leadership council" of SCLC and in February, 1970, was 
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Bishop to Felt memo (continued) 

Re: MESSRS. NORMAN DORSEN, DUANE LOCKARD AND 
BURKE MARSHALL 



the Executive Vice President of it. In 1970 he made an unsuccessful run for the 
nomination to the U. S. Congress from the Atlanta, Georgia, area and at the 
present time he is campaigning for the Democratic nomination for Congress from 
that area. The primary election will be August 8, 1972. 

RECOMMENDATIONS: 

(1) That Mr. Gray agree to permit Stephen Gillers, Executive 
Director of the Committee for Public Justice, to accompany Messrs. Dorsen, 
Lockard and Marshall when Mr. Gray meets with them. 




(2) That Mr. Gray not agree to have James Vorenberg, Thomas 
Emerson and Reverend Andrew Young included in the group when he initially 
meets with it. ' 




(3) That Mr. Gray set an appropriate time on either June 27, 
28 or 29 when he could meet with Messrs. Dorsen, Lockard, Marshall and Gillers 
in place of the originally scheduled meet of 2:30 p.m. on 6/21/72. * 

aj<u~^~- 



i 



(4) That this memorandum be returned to Bishop's Office so 
that Mr. Dorsen can be notified of the desires of Mr. Gray. (Dorsen can be 
reached through the New York University Law School, Area Code 212-598-2555 
or through the New York Bar Association, AreadCode 212-490-0931. 
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(Type in plaintext or code) 
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TO: ACTING DIRECTOR, FBI 
FROM: SAC, CHICAGO 
SUBJECT: "COMMITTEE FOR PUBLIC JUSTICE 



ATTN: CRIME RECORDS- 



Mr. Felt 

Mr. Mohr 

Mr. Rosen 

ML Callahan . 

Mr. Campbell . 

Mr. Casper 

Mr. Cleveland 

Mr. Conrad _ 

Mr. Dalbey 

Mr. Marshall 

Mr. Miller, E.S. _ 

Mr. Ponder 

Mr. Soyars . 

Mr. Walters 

Tele. Room 

Mr. Kinley 

Mr. Armstrong 

Ms. Herwig 

Mrs. Neenan 



Attached clipping from the "Chicago Tribune" of 6/7/7 J 
reports that the Acting Director is contemplating meeting with 
representatives jjfxthe Committee for Public Justice. 

i FRANK Gtf CARRINGTON, Executive Director, and DICK 

^WRIGHT, Associate Director, Americans for Effective^Law 

! Enforcement", Inc. (Suite 960 pState" national Bank Plaza, 
Evanston;- Illinois 60201 - (312)^866-8400) called upon 
reading the attached and offered their services. It will 
be recalled that they were the only two "so-called 
conservatives" who attended the meeting at Princeton 
University last October and spoke out in favor of the 
Director and the FBI. Mr. CARRINGTON states he has twelve 
cassettes covering the 18 hours of conferences. 

Both of these gentlemen are available for conference 
and will make the cassettes available for any purpose they . 
might serve in preparation for the Acting Director for his 
contemplated meeting with^members of the committee. j 
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1 - Chicago 



Bureau (Encl 



RKM:mkp 
(3) r 



OED^^AECH.^' 

/ / \ \ 




Sent 



.M Per 
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- ibiT "GLEN 22LSASSER ^ 
(Cltfeaso Tribune Press Servlcel 

WASHINGTON,, June G-Jn, 
an unprecedented move,- the 
Federal Bureau *,of InVestiga-* 
tion has agreed to" sit tiowif 
and listen to complaints from 
Its besfc-pfganried and severest* 
critic— the Committee for Pub*, 
lie. Justice, The Chicago Trib-' 
une learned today, v * 

Stephen Giliers, director of 
the New York-based .commit-; 
itee, disclosed* that an* overture ; 
had been- made to L. Patrick' 
Gray HI about three -weeks* 
ago and that Gray had re-5 
sponded favorably. V- • 

The FBI confirmed 4:oday: 
thafcv Gray,: who* was 'named* 
aetirg FBI -director last.moiVth-- 
on ti;e death :0f J. Edgar Hbo-. 
ver, jwould meet with .a 'hlal£ 
dozen or so of the committers 
leaders, nearly. 'all of .them 
prominent, liberal Democra s. i 

Ap FBI official emphasized 
ihai the meeting would be yart 
§t Gray's effort, "to open up 
new avenues of access to the 
director" of the Justice toil 
Apartment agency. ; s " \\ 
- Such a get-together would 1 
have been unthinkable during! 
•the 43-year reign of HooverJ 
who created the FBI in its] 
-modern form and generally 3g r j 
iiored criticism. * . Ji 



require- in . a- democracy.'* r 
•- Oh the. agenda In the antici- 
pated talks with Gray, accord- 
ing;! -to ' Giliers, will be the 
FB*j*s "dissemination of dero- 
gatory information about indU 
viduals— the "secret files prob? 
lem"; the FBI's effectiveness 
in- •pivil rights and organized 
jcriiQe, and a proposal -for 
uanfing a blue ribbon panel on 
the^FBI to make suggestions 
to Congress prior to "the selec- 
tion of an FBI director to re* 
place Hoover. . % ■'. ' 

; Spokesmen Not Yet Picked 

Asked what he thought . of 
Gray's recent moves to open 
up the ranks of FBI agents to 
.woftien and more minorities, 
Giliers remarked: V" 
: "ft certainly looks enligtt- 
en£a. I am- personally pleased 
with ; this as I* think -most of 
the committee 'would be/! • 

Giliers dhsisted, tho, ihat it 
>vas too soon to make any as- 
sessment. of Gray and the FBI 
.under his directorship. " , 
/ Mie major problem to l)a 
w'g jr k e d . out. regarding the 
.meiting with "Gray, Gilleirs- 
said, is who will be represen- 
tatives of the committee. fil 
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July 6, 1972 



Mr. Fran!: G/Carrington, Jr. 
Americana for Effective idvi 

Enforcement, Inc. 
Room 1333 

228 North LaSallo Street 
Chicago, Illinois 00201 

Dear Mr. Carrin^ton: 

In line with our conversation thio 
afternoon, I have enclosed a copy of the letter 
oi November 8, 1971, from Mr. Hoover to you 
together with a copy of the cnclosuro which 
accompanied the original. 



Mt.hr _ 
Rosen _ 
Bates ,-** 
Bishop Jl/Zj 

CallahanCt 

Campbell 

Caspar 

Cleveland 

Conrad 

Do)W . 



Miller, 1S.S. _ 
Ponder ,. . , . , 

Soyars 

Waikart 
Walters 



It was indeed a pleasure to see you 
and Mr. V/right thio afternoon, and I enjoyed 
having the opportunity of meeting you both. 



-0 



Sincoroly, 



7& 



-f jUL jlO 



1072 



Enclosures 



An original on Mr. Hoover* s notepaper was typed of outgoing 
letter dated November 8, 1971, to Mr. Carrington (62-113909 
to send to Mr. Carrington per his request. As letter of. 
November 8, 1971, was in a briefcase of his which v/as 
lost of stolen. 
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Honorable Gus Jy^Solomon ^ ^ 
Senior Judge / 
United States District Court 
Portland , Oregon 97205 



Dear Judge Solomon: 

Special Agent in Charge riattson, Portland Office,, 
furnished ne the personal resume of ?'r. Stephen Cillers 
v/hich you made available to his office. He joins me in 
expressing appreciation for your assistance, 

I met v;ith Messrs. Dorsen r Loclcard and Marshall 
of the Committee for Public Justice and felt our discussion 
was informative and enlightening. 

I thank you for taking the time from your busy 
schedule to contact us and for being so helpful in this 
matter ♦ 



Felt 

Mohr 

Bates 

Bishop 

Callahan _ 
Campbell _ 

Casper 

Cleveland - 

Conrad 

Dalbey 

Marshall 

Miller, E.S. 

Ponder 

Soyars 

Walters 



MAILED, 20 

JUN3 01972 



Sincerely yours, 

£• Patrick Gray III 

L. Patrick Gray, III 
Acting Director 



1 - Portland (80-0-5008) 
Reurairtel 6/23/72. 



'i 



IIOTE: Correspondent is on the mailing list to receive thej"') 
Law Enforcement Bulletin. ;<•' 
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Tele. Room . 
Mr. KinleyjL. 

Mr.Ams%^ iyi ? >$ WfC' ' * 

Ms. HewiJF^— y , _ 
Mrs. Neenan _ ' f MAIL ROOM I I TELETYPE UNIT I I 
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ttDIUAl BUREAU OF 1NVTTT'C\T!C\' 

ctfmiu\^T:o\s s&tioiJ 




Mr. Felt 
Mr. Mohr 




NR 002 • PD PLAIN 
12:25 PM yURGENT 6-23-72 LJQ 
TO: ACTING DIRECTOR 

from: Portland C80-0-3008) 2P 

^MMITTEE FOR PUBLIC JUSTICE; STEPHEN GILLERS, DIRECTOR, 

INFORMATION concerning. 



Mr. Callahan 

Mr. Campbell 

Mr. Casper 

Mr. Cleveland _— 

Mr. Conrad 

Mr. Dalbey 

Mr. Marshall , 

M$!pl*rT E.S. kT 

Mr. Ponder 

Mr. Soyars . 
Mr. Wallers 
Tele. Room 
Mr. Kinley . 

Mr. Armstrong 

Ms. Herwig . 
Mrs. Neenan 




JUDGE GUS J. SOLOMON, SENIOR JUDGE, RECENTLY RETIRED CHIEF 
JUDGE, FEDERAL DISTRICT COURT, DISTRICT OF OREGON, TELEPHONED MEj 
THIS MORNING TO COMMENT IT HAD JUST COME TO HIS ATTENTION 



ACTING DIRECTOR GRAY WILL MEET WITH THE COMMITTEE FOR PUBLIC 



1 




JUSTICE NEXT TUESDAY. JUDGE SOLOMON SAID THAT STEPHEN GILLERS, 
DIRECTOR OF THE COMMITTEE, WAS HIS LAW CLERK AUGUST SIXTYEIGHT 
THROUGH AUGUST SIXTYNINE, THAT HE IS WELL ACQUAINTED WITH GILLERS, 
AND WILL BE GLAD TO ASSIST IN PROVIDING INFORMATION CONCERNING 
GILLERS IF SUCH IS DESIRED. HE STATED IN GENERAL COMMENT THAT 
GILLERS IS HIGHLY INTELLIGENT, TRUSTWORTHY, CONSCIENTIOUS. AND 
"A VERY DECENT MAN." SOLOMON SAID GILLERS' VIEWS ARE LIBERAL 
LEFT, AND HIS IS DEDICATED TO HIS CONCEPT OF JUSTICE AND INDIVIDUAL 
RIGHTS. JUDGE SOLOMON SAID HE WOULD BE RECEPTIVE TO A PHONE CALL 
FROM ANYONE DESIRING SPECIFIC INFORMATION^ Y^Mf^K^l^ 

16 viUk V 1972 



END PAGE ONE 




ft- 1 ' . 





PD 80-0-3008 
PAGE TWO 

MADE IN THE CONTEXT OF POSSIBLY BEING HELPFUL TO MR. GRAY, 
MR. GILLERS AND ALL CONCERNED. 

JUDGE SOLOMON MADE AVAILABLE A TWO PAGE PERSONAL RESUME OF 
GILLERS, WHICH IS IN BRIEF OUTLINE FORM, SETTING FORTH DATE OF' 
BIRTH, PUBLICATIONS AUTHORED, BAR MEMBERSHIPS, EMPLOYMENT, 
EDUCATION AND MEMBERSHIPS. THIS CAN BE FURNISHED TO BUREAU BY FACSMILE 
IF DESIRED^ ALSO FURNISHED WERE TWO ARTICLES CONTRIBUTED BY 
GILLERS TO THE NOVEMBER NINETEEN SEVENTYONE AND APRIL TWENTYFOUR 
SEVENTY TWO ISSUES OF THE "NEW YORK LAW JOURNAL." 

FOREGOING FOR INFORMATION. 



DSS FBI WA DC CLR 



END 
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5-ri3a (-9-29-65) 



Domestic Intelligence Division 



INFORMATIVE NOTE 
Date 



6-23-72 



Acting Director L # Patrick Gray, III 
is fSgPcRrmU' to meet with several representa 
tives of the Committee for Public Justice 
on Tuesday, 6-27-72. The Committee for 
Public Justice is the committee which con- 
ducted an investigation of the FBI in Princeton! 
New Jersey, October, 1971, claiming its 
investigation was a non-partisan objective 
attempt to understand the structure of the 
FBI and its role in power in America's 
society* The Committee members included 
former Attorney General Ramsey Clark. 

Attached teletype received from our 
Portland Office and sets forth a resume of 
Stephen Gillers, Director of the Committee 
This resume was given to the Bureau by 
Gus J. Solomon, Senior Judge recently retired 
Chief Judge, Federal District Court, District 
of Oregon. Judge Solomon stated that Gillors 
was formerly his law clerk in 1968 and 196V 
and described Gillers as highly intelligent, 
trustworthy, conscientious and "a very decent 
man. 11 Judge Solomon stated Gillers 1 views 
are liberal left and he is dedicated to hi* 
concept of justice and individual rights. In 
addition, to his resume, there are several 
newspaper clippings concerning this Committee, 

It is recommended that this be made 
available to the Acting Director for his 
perusal pridf) to his meeting. 



ABK:lrs 



fHCLOSUBE 
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OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 
MAY. \9£* EDITION 
«S/,Glfyl. REG. NO. 27 



* 



TO 



FROM 



^Subject: 



UNITED STATES ^^ERNMENT 

Memorandum 

Mr. Bishops 



i 



DATE: 



6-26-72 




Jdi!e's c ' 



M. A /"Ion 5 

. Co.'.'',;/' ; ~ f; 



\ 



Cleveland . 
Conrad _ 
Dalbey _ 
Marshall 



/ 



Miller, E.S. . 

Ponder 

Soyars 

Walt< 



^INVESTIGATING THE FBI" 
BOOK TO BE PUBLISHED BY 

DOUBftSJDAY AND CO., INC. 
BASED 0N^€^0NFERENCE ON THE FBI 

AT PRINCETON UNIVERSITY,, OCTOBER 




21-72. 



Re Jones to Bishop memo, captioned as above, dated 6- 



/ 



ys The 671-page manuscript of "Investigating the FBI" haL^ 

=been reviewed and, with few exceptions, contains essentially thw-j/ 
f same material as the Princeton Conference papers we reviewed l^pt 
S» October. Most of the changes are in rewording and editing; however, 
*S the book contains some additional material not included in the 



! 

0 



papers. ( ,j , ./ 

The main additions are an' Introduction by TonN^cker 
of "The New York Times"; discussions by Conference participants 
at the end of each chapter; a panel discussion of former Justice 
Department officials; a chapter entitled "Why I Got Out of It," 
by former Agent Robert Wall; and a chapter entitled "Lessons of 
the Conference." . „ i 

In the chapter on civil rights, the editors explain 
that the original Conference paper by John Doar and Dorotfi^Landsberg ' A 
was not available for publication. A paper by Arlie Scharar*. 
who attended the Conference, is substituted in the book. (Bufiles 
contain no information on Schardt.) 



Attached is a chapter-by-chapter summary of the manuscript 
submitted for Mr. Gray's information prior to his meeting with 
NormaWjj3&rsen, Duane-i^ockard, and Burke-Marshall, Princeton Con- 
ference^ co-chairmen., on June 27th. Inasmuch "as a review of the 
Conference "papers is contained in Mr. Gray's briefing book, only 
additions to and changes in the manuscript are noted. 

u M) - m '* 1973 ^^ 3 *°^fk~m — -juj 

H - Mr. Bishop WF.. y 1 1 _ Mrs. Neenam© MAy 

1 - Mr. M. A. Jones 



Mr. Bishop 
- Mr. Kinley 
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INTRODUCTION: 



By Tom Wicker 



Wicker's Introduction is a diatribe against the late J. 
Edgar Hoover and the FBI. He also includes an attack on the Nixon 
Administration. He concludes that Mr. Hoover's death did not obviate 
the need for a study of the FBI, and "no one should again have the 
unlimited and unexamined license over so important an agency that 
J. Edgar Hoover had achieved in his long and remarkable life of 
single-minded devotion to the FBI." 

In an attack on the Nixon Administration, Wicker states: 

"It was this Administration that pushed 
for 'preventive detention 1 of people who might 
commit crimes, and that sought the first prior 
restraint on newspaper publication in American 
history. It was this Administration's Attorney 
General who raised to legal doctrine the contention 
that anyone can be tapped and bugged without 
sanction if the Executive Branch thinks he 
may be a threat to national security, and who 
reduced to commonplace the government's reliance 
upon that most dubious of prosecutorial weapons, 
the conspiracy charge. It was this Administration 
that defended F.B.I, interrogation of a Harvard 
professor for opposing a Supreme Court nominee, 
began the practice of subpoenaing reporters' 
notes, and turned the F.B.I. loose to investigate 
critical television correspondents. 

"In such an atmosphere of carelessness 
and callousness toward personal liberties, 
J. Edgar Hoover's F.B.I, seemed clearly to 
fit; but the deeper question was whether the 
Director and his men had not, in fact, prepared 
the conditions from which that atmosphere had 
been bound to arise." 

A J- - 

Much of wlcfcer's Introduction is simply a summary of 
selected derogatory points set forth in various conference papers. 

He refers to Rober^Sherrill as undertaking "an analysis of what 
Sherrill calls 'the mos-fe- successful job of salesmanship in the 
history of Western bureaucracy. 1 " He upholds Aryeh Neier's conclusion 
that "the FBI's promiscuous data dissemination practices have injured 
millions of people." He quotes former SA William W. Turner in an 

4 A r~ y 
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effort to prove the FBI's emphasis on "political intelligence" has ~* 
■^rendered it ineffective in its crime-fighting role. He notes Walter 
T^cus' paper on the "Director's skill at the bureaucratic game, 
at public relations and perhaps the collection of dossiers in his 
control — kept the Bureau free of the close Congressional supervision 
that other agencies endure." 

Wicker says the picture of the FBI emerging from the Princeton 
Conference was, as Mr. Hoover had feared, not a pretty one. 

As Wicker sums it up, it is the picture of a law enforcement 
body that made domestic political surveillance in America a vast 
and ominous fact, that had fallen behind in the task of coping with 
crime — organized or otherwise — that functioned with little oversight 
from Congress or the Executive Branch. The FBI is pictured as an 
army of agents serving an "aging and autocratic Director whose social 
ideas had been formed early' in the century and whose ideological 
fixations had scarcely changed since he led the raids in the Red 
Scare days of A. Mitchell Palmer after the First World War." 

Wicker goes into detail on what he considers to be "the 
pattern of Executive or Congressional indulgence" relative to Director 
Hoover. He maintains the public was "gulled by the Bureau's incessant 
propaganda" and he indicates "there was little or no outcry when 
the Director. . .spoke up for Joe McCarthy, called Martin Luther King 
a liar, and for years singlehandedly held up Congressional passage 
of the consular treaty with the Soviet Union." Wicker makes snide 
references to movies and television portraying the FBI and to articles 
and books by former Director Hoover. 

Wicker's suggestions for "doing something about the F.B.I." 
include: the Attorney General exercising real control over budget- ^ 
making; the new Director being subjected to the same kind of intensive 
grilling other heads of agencies get; and the costs of wiretapping 
being measured "against the paucity of significant results." 

Wicker says that, in view of the requirement for confirmation 
by the Senate, the President "cannot lightly name a political crony 
or anyone of dubious reputation or scant qualification and character 
to the position that — as now constituted — may be the most important 
in government. ..." 

He also discusses a suggestion of conference participants 
for separating the functions of' gathering intelligence, "whether 
on domestic subversives or foreign spies," from that of criminal 
law enforcement, and also for "separating foreign counter-espionage 
from domestic intelligence." 
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Wicker suggests consideration be given to the idea of 
a permanent , independent oversight body. "With that body as a precedent , 
even J. Edgar 'Hoover might find it hard to argue convincingly against 
the proposition that the P.B.I. , too, ought to have some independent 
supervision from a body of capable but disinterested and public- 
spirited citizens; but the temporary Director , Patrick Gray, already 
has opposed this idea." 

Wicker states: "Perhaps the best hope lies in the possibility 
that Mr. Nixon or the next President might appoint a blue-ribbon 
panel that would do an in-depth study of the whole 'national security 1 
apparatus , and make recommendations on how best to proceed and what 
reforms are necessary." He thinks such a panel might well start 
with a perusal of the Princeton Conference proceedings. He says 
readers "who care... just might be able to force some necessary 
action . " 
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CHAPTER 1 

THE SELLING OF THE' FBI 
By Robert Sherrill 

In this, chapter , there appears to be a deliberate attempt 
on the part of the editors to omit references from the original 
papers which reflected the Bureau in a favorable light. For 
example , portions of the dialogue from the movies "The House on 
92nd Street" and "The FBI Story" were deleted. In a reference 
to "The FBI" television show, Mr. Hoover's statement in testi- 
mony before the House Appropriations Subcommittee, "I have received 
hundreds of letters from people saying that the Inspector (Erskine) 
portrays what they thought a FBI Agent would portray," was deleted. 

/!/ )/ 



A reference to former Attorney General John Mitchell was j 
.added, inferring that in 1971, Mitchell decided it w^s time to put */ 3- 
a different twist to the FBI's crime statistics. Fre&s^raham of —T" 

the "New York Times" is quoted as saying, " as a result^of the 

interpretation based upon the crime situation by Mr. Mitchell's 
Public Relations Staff, it has been made to appear that the FBI 
believes the crime rise that began under a Democratic administra- 
tion almost a decade ago, is tapering off. The figures, however, 
show that reported crime is rising at about the same velocity as 
before." » -j 

In the conference discussion, ^A^hur^chle finger, P£Q^ 
fessor. of JHistory, CityJGTniyersity of New York, said/ ""The real / y 
problem isn't the propliganda effort on the part of the FBI, but— ^ 
the rate to which the Director succeeded in stopping criticism." 

Burke Marshall states, "I think that we should always 
remember that a great deal of what is attributed to the Bureau 
shouldn't be attributed to the Bureau only. It's part of the 
whole political climate in the country, participated in by 
Presidents, Attorneys General, the Congress of the United 
States, and newspapers." * /?( ^' 

<^lumnist_ I. K/stone commented, j'The FBI's job is 
the investigation of ^crl-m^v^^ot indoctrination of the public. 
It's been engaging in brainwashing and self-glorification and 
this makes it' difficult to control." 

Sherrill responded, /'That's because you read the 
speeches, one way and people who agree with them read them 
another way. I don't think, if you consider most speeches FBI 
speakers give to schools and clubs, you could fault the general 
thrust of them. 11 
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CHAPTER 2 



HISTORY OF THE FBI: DEMOCRACY 1 S : DEVELOPMENT OF A SECRET POLICE 



By Vern ^ _ M^U- 



The only change of any significance in this chapter is 
the discussion, at the' close of the chapter, which was not 
included in tha papers we received previously. ^ ^ 

Robert \=T ilver s, Editor of the New York Review of Books, 
and a member of tKte^ Executive Council, Committee fox EubXia Justice, 
asked Countryman what limits he wou,ld suggest on the functions of 
a Federal agency such as the FBI? 

Countryman replied that in his judgment, the functions 
.should be confined to the enforcement of criminal statutes* 
"The thing that most concerned me about the FBI is its compilation 
of political information," he stated, "This is largely, and per- 
haps today almost entirely, a cjonsequence of the Federal loyalty 
program." 

Harr^i^ansom,, Chairman of the. Department of Political 
Science, Vand:erbj^t University , asked Countryman whether he 
thought the fundamental issue pf the conference is not so much, 
in defining the jurisdiction aid role of the FBI, "but not 
doing the' same for the Presidency, the Congress, and the 
courts, with regard to their rtole in controlling / the FBI?" 

l&Z •J£/js~*'- v -/ 7 ■ ~ ~ 

Countryman answered: "There is no Congressional super- 
vision of the operation at all..,. The only time Congress gets 
an official look at the FBI is when Hoover makes his' annual 
appearance before the House Appropriations Subcommittee, and 
the way members of that committee fawn over "the great man 1 
is pitiful. They never ask him any critical questions, so 
there is. virtually no one in a position to control Hoover. 
That, I think, is the basic difficulty. The FBI does what 
Hoover decides it will do. It doesn't do what he decides 
it won 1 1 do . " 
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CHAPTER 3 

THE BUREAU BUDGET, A SOURCE OF POWER 
By Walter Pincus 



This chapter conforms closely to Pincus 1 Conference 
paper. During the discussion, ^hircElliff quotes Ken Clawson 
of "The Washington Post" as saying r, Vphe justice Department. . .does 
not know how much money the FBI actuary spends for informants. 
The Jfunds are hidden in the Bureau f s $300 million plus budget , 
and the figure is jealously guarded." Elliff quotes Representative 
Rooney as having said, "The' FBI informant fund is the same as 
the Bureau of Narcotics and Dangerous Drugs, which is $3.7 million 
for informants . " 



Elliff discusses the practice of assigning FBI Agents 
to the House Appropriations Committee, pointing out that former 
Attorney General Francis Biddle strongly opposed such a policy. 

Pincus comments: "Any committee can put together its 
own staff and in many ways do a much better job than the Bureau 
is capable of doing." He adds, "It is impossible to beat the 
Bureau. Nobody has really been willing to make the fight. If 
you want to go after the Bureau, you're not going to get anybody 
to talk to you about the Bureau. You've got to find' out yourself." 
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CHAPTER 4 

THE INSIDE STORY; AN AGENT 1 S DILEMMAS 

By William W. Turner 

Chapters Four and Five are based on Turner 1 s paper 
"An Insider's View of the FBI." 

The only change of significance in Chapter Four is 
the discussion by a panel of former Agents, at the close of 
the chapter, not included in papers received previously. 

Blair>> Qlark / Committee for Public Justice executive 
^council member, a&ked the ex-Agents about their Bureau experiences. 
Former SA Robert Wall replied that his assignment to internal 
security matters consisted chiefly of covering demonstrations 
on the reasoning that the Communist Party was attempting to 
infiltrate the group involved; however, agents began to 
realize the communist menace was not as bad as Mr. Hoover said. , 
Actually, Wall stated, the Bureau had a "bias" that anyone 
against "American war policy" was "bad" and had to be "watched." 

Former SA John Shaw commented that the Bureau was unable 
to take criticism, and any Agent who voiced a need for change 
was ^marked for administrative difficulties-." 

In reply to Clark 1 s question as to whether "petty 
bureaucratic routine" had frustrated investigative work, Turner 
replied that the Bureau had looked the other way with regard to 
organized crime* 

Roger Wilkins asked about possibilities for change under 
a new director. Turner replied that if President Nixon appointed 
a new Director, it might unhappily be a former FBI executive such 
as Cartha DeLoach. Turner indicated preference for someone who 
had not been an associate of Hoover. , He said that to "Hoover's 
vast credit" the Bureau is "self -functioning, 11 and with a man of 
the "right philosophy" setting policy, change could be rapid. 

In reply to a question by Rlchar.dJ^^^ht , an_pfficial 
of T the,, Americans, for Effective Law Enf orcemeir&T involving improving 
the FBI, Shaw replied that the Bureau's expanded duties have 
created problems as to what areas to emphasize, so that civil 
rights violations, for example, will not be ignored at the 
expense of minor violations. 

V 
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CHAPTER 5 

THE FBI AND. OTHER POLICE- FORCES 
By William W. Turner 



(Continuation of Turner's paper "An Insider's. View of 
the FBI," from which Chapter 4 is also taken) 

The only significant change is the discussion at the 
close of the chapter" not included in the papers we received 
previou s ly . 

James^Vorertberg ^requested comment on FBI. cooperation 
with local poYideV^ Terrell^Glenn^ , former _U,._S,._Attorney in South 
Carolina, stated there was td<^ much FBI. cooperation with police, , 
particularly in civil rights., where too close FBI-police 
relations made it difficult to impartially investigate police ^ 
brutality . 

Andrew; xs^uiig, former ^Southern' .Christian Leadership 
Conference official/ agreed with Glenn's .observations. 

In reply to Vorenberg's query abou\FBI dealings 
with police officials in major cities, yince ngsggodei:ick , 
former New. York-City Police.. Commissioner , statedNthis is a , j 
one-way street, the FBL getting most benefit from police / 
cooperation. He did not feel' FBI training of local officers 
is effective because of differences between FBI responsibilities 
and those of local police. f , 

jlamesT&J^ern, f ormer^JSTew-Haven Police Commissioner, ? J f 
agreed the FBI. has^no feel for local police problems and can- S 
.hot provide valid training. 

Vorenberg asked where police look for setting of 
standards — the FBI or the IACP? Ahem commented that 5 neither 
was setting standards; not the IACP, because of its "low" 
calibre membership. Ahem stated standards must be set on 
a model basis, with enlightened police leaders providing 
.guidance for other agencies. He said the FBI should "stay 
out of" training and setting standards for local police. 
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Vincent Broderick suggested expanding cooperation 
among police departments, and , in some areas/ nationalizing 
policing effort. He, indicated Mr. Hoover's anti-national" 
police position is "19th century talk." He continued that 
such cooperative efforts, couldn't be through the FBI because 
of its limited law enforcement powers. 

Ahern discussed FBI. crime statistics, questioning 
their validity. . Vorenberg felt the FBI's role in statistics 
is "mixed," and that the' FBI has brought order in reporting 
of figures, but is misleading in its' own use of the figures. , 4 ^ 

m Adam Ars i^olinsky , Harvard _JJn i ver s i ty law_pr6"fes 4 so^. S; & 
discussed control^of the centraf computerized data bank as 



vital to the national role in police work. Vorenberg felt 
the FBI should not control the computer, but rather' some 
independent agency. j. M ,g,.J C ',»L iff 

A£yehV^ier, ACLU jDjEf icialr/ commented the FBI has * y $ 
been guilty of "promiscuous dissemination" of data and felt 
severe controls .should be imposed on this practice. 

Jofir?) (^par expressed concern about the other panel- 
^ ists 1 "centr^Tri^.syndrome. " He believes police functions 

\\ .should be further decentralized, suggesting the FBI instead 

\ / of having New York City Agents at one address, assign them 
Jp* to Brooklyn, Bronx, and Queens, and have them live* in those 

ijt areas as well. 

/ 

Vorenberg expressed doubts of more centralization, 
noting the FBI already has enormous control over police 
agencies in the country through NCIC, influence over avail- 
ability of LEAA funds, etc. 
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CHAPTER 6 

ORGANIZED CRIME: THE STRANGE RELUCTANCE 

By Fred J^Cpok 1* 
^ //- ^ 

This chapter closely follows Cook f s Conference paper. 
The only addition is a discussion at the end of the chapter. 

In response to Cook f s allegation that the FBI was slow 
to investigate organized crime because of its influence in Congress 
Williairf^ndley, former chief of the Organized Crime Section of the 
.Department of Justice during ±he Kennedy Administration, stated: 
"In some political prosecutions that I was personally involved in, 
the Bureau, although they would investigate, was very sensitive 
to the consequences. You really have to understand the Bureau's 
operation. If you're investigating a Congressman or a judge, the 
Agents, because of the internal workings' of the FBI, are much more 
conscious than they are when they're investigating a top Communist. 
Criticism from the Hill on some slight mistake that an Agent might 
make, whether the criticism is justified or not, may, in that type 
of case, result in the transfer of the Agent.... 

"But there was always a feeling in the Department, when 
I was there, that if you had to investigate a political figure, 
you always tried to get the Internal Revenue Service in the case 
somehow. We didn't' want to put a lot of Agents we liked on the 
spot. 11 

Hundley continued: "When the Bureau realized that 
Robert Kennedy was going to take office, and that he had these 
strong feelings about a more effective Federal effort in the field 
of organized crime, it was simply a case of amplifying the number 
of bugs (on organized crime figures) . I always thought it was 
somewhat similar to the situation John Doar had down in Mississippi 
It was a little late in coming. But when it came, it came en masse 



- 10 - 



CHAPTER 7 



CIVIL RIGHTS: TOO MUCH TOO LATE 
By Arlie Schardt 



The original Conference paper on Civil Rights prepared 
by John Doar and Dorothy Landsburg described the FBI 1 s work in 
the early 60 's in the civil rights field as "superficial" and 
narrowly defined; however , after 1964 (because of Klan resurgence, 
murder of three civil rights workers, etc.) the FBI's performance 
greatly improved, and thereafter was most effective. Doar 
strongly defended use of informants in such investigations. 

The ©Jjapter in the book dealing with civil rights was '< 3/ 
written by Ar 1 ie^^ar dfefu a former reporter for "Time" and — ~~ 
currently leg islative representative .of the American Civil Lib- 
erties^ Union lin Washington, D . ._C . (The notation is made that 
Dear's Conference paper was xiot~ avail able for publication in the 
book and that Schardt had been asked to prepare this chapter.) 

Schardt is much more critical than Doar of FBI activi- 
ties, and appears to be biased against Mr. Hoover and the FBI. 
He cites Mr. Hoover's preoccupation with possible communist 
infiltration of civil rights groups, in contrast to his apparent 
approval of white Citizens Councils in the South, as hindering 
civil rights investigations . He states that during 'the early 
19 60 f s," FBI Agents merely "took notes" during civil rights viola- 
tions instead of taking .action. 

Schardt says reasons for FBI reluctance to properly 
investigate civil rights, violations include: fear of alienating 
powerful Southern Congressmen; desire to investigate cases 
resulting in more convictions; and fear of offending local police. 

Schardt is critical of Mr. Hoover's attitude toward 
hiring minority group members as FBI Agents, claiming that there 
have' been very few in the past. Mention is also made of Mr. Hoover 1 
remark that Martin Luther King was a notorious liar and Schardt 
implies Hoover "blackmailed"' King by threatening to expose details 
of his alleged immorality. He claims that FBI' Agents were more 
eager to investigate picketing by civil rights workers than in 
investigating police brutality against Negroes. 
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Schardt f .s chapter also deals with treatment of Mexican- 
Americans, particularly in Texas, where they were used as farm 
laborers. He stated that when FBI Agents interviewed these 
workers in connection with police brutality against them, the 
Agents were more interested in political views and previous 
arrests of the workers than .in the charges of brutality. 

Schardt is critical of the Bureau's treatment of black 
militants, implying that there were racial undertones in FBI's 
investigation of groups such as the Black Panthers; he claims 
the. FBI is not sensitive to minorities and their frustrations. 

Schardt .admits, that FBI solutions of the worst civil 
rights, crimes of the mid-60 's came about only through use of 
informers; but he questions the "efficacy" of such" tactics. 
For example, lie mentions the case in 1968 in which he claims 
Klan terrorists, were lured into a bombing attempt by informers 
with the result that one of the would-be bombers was killed by 
police. .Schar ( dt states there was a sharp debate at the Princeton 
conference regarding the use of informants, with some claiming 
that informers .should be strictly controlled and others that 
there should be no use of informants on the ground that they 
were used mainly for the "illegal purpose of political surveil- 
lance . 11 

In conclusion, .Schardt .states that the FBI.'s civil rights, 
performance has been "vacillating," and that much suffering and 
violence would have been averted had the FBI taken earlier measures. 
Suggestions for improvement include: hiring more minority group 
Agents, separate teams of Agents to. make civil rights arrests 
while others perform normal investigative work, and making 
communities liable for damages in police brutality cases. 
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CHAPTER 8 

APPRAISAL BY FORMER JUSTICE: OFFICIALS 

Chapter eight is a verbatim discussion by a panel of 
former officials^ of the Department of .Justice. This material 
was hot .included ^moiig' the papers previously reviewed. William 
Hundley, Willia!T^B±t.tman.^ Robef^Q^n f and Rogel^S^lkins give ^ J 

their individual appraisals, of the FBI and their relationship J 

with it. _ 

Hundley is. both complimentary and critical. He 
indicates Agents were most helpful while he was in the Internal 
Security Section. He says that in organized crime there was no 
program , but after the Appalachin meeting there was some activi- 
ty' in the FBI.. He .speaks disparagingly' of the top hoodlum pro- 
gram but states: "As we developed an organized crime program 
under Kennedy, the relationship with the agents became excellent. 
But Bureau policy in the field of organized crime was, at least 
in the beginning,, very difficult. The top agents were still in 
the internal security field." 

Hundley says the Bureau would not play the task force 
game and that others constantly told him the Bureau f s policy 
was a one-way street. "They would take, but were very reluc- 
tant to give." Hundley characterizes the Bureau as "one of the 
most effective law enforcement agencies we have." 

Bittman says there is an unequivocal need for an agency 
such as the FBI -because of the mobility of crime. He is generally 
complimentary to the FBI and includes statements as to the effi- 
ciency of the agency, accuracy of reports, and Agents 1 refusal to 
go beyond their .jurisdiction. Bittman says the' major dispute he / 
has. had with the .FBI is over the Bureau f s refusal to get into an 
investigation when another government or local agency is involved. 
"When they (the Bureau) want to do something," he says, "they can 
do a fantastic job." 

RoSbf^^O^n^discusses the fact that he came into the Civil 
Rights Division shortly after it was set up. Early cases, he says, 
were not prepared by the Bureau. "They were prepared by Department 
of Justice attorneys." He discusses one early case and concludes, 
"The Bureau did, in fact, send fifteen agents to Hattiesburg to 
interview these people, but only after we had located the names." 
After 1964, Owen says, the FBI did a superb job, particularly in 
Mississippi and the southern part of Louisiana. 
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Roger Wilkins says his. criticisms of the FBI are not 
solely the fault of the Bureau , but also the fault of the 
President and the Attorney General. Wilkins is critical of 
the small number of black Agents , because of which, he says 
the Bureau was really "in no position to. collect 11 information 
relative to what blacks thought. He concluded that in the 
areas in which he dealt with the Bureau, it had a very limited 
capacity to. do what it was assigned to do. 
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CHAPTER 9 



DISSEMINATION' OF DEROGATORY INFORMAT ION ; : A WEAPON- AGAINST CRIME 
OR PART OF THE -PROBLEM 

By Aryeh Neier 



The content of this chapter is. essentially unchanged 
from the Conference paper presented by Neier. The editors' note 
that since Neier' s paper was presented at the Conference along 
with John Elliff f s paper, discussion is included in Chapter 11 
which is based on Elliff 's paper. 
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CHAPTER 10 

THE FBI. AS : A POLITICAL FORCE 
By Thomas I^>|^ n^rson. , ft'. 

The. only Change of significance in this chapter xs 
the discussion .at the close of' the chapter not included in 
papers received previously. 

Walter Pincus commented that Mr. Hoover and- the 
FBI. had become a "political police force." He stated that 
Presidents, Attorneys General, and Congress had permitted 
Hoover to reach this unique position and had "left him alone" 
probably out .of fear that Hoover would pass around damaging 
information about those who .attacked him. Pincus felt' that 
to. prevent .such political police forces in the future, we 
must have Attorneys General who "will take control." 

Pincus mentions that all of Hoover's top officials 
in his "powerful bureaucracy" have had long FBI service and 
that there is no "outside air" in the agency; Pincus asserts 
we need some "fresh air" in the FBI. 



- 16 - 



CHAPTER 11 



SCOPE AND BASIS' OF FBI. DATA COLLECTION 
By John Elliff 



In a Conference discussion , Aryeh Neier stated that 
the FBI is no longer disseminating information to banks con- 
cerning an individual's criminal' record. Neier commented, 
"What* banks do to check employment records in satisfaction of 
Federal statutes should not be facilitated by a law enforce- 
ment agency." He said the FBI is becoming a national credit 
bureau . 

Thomas Emerson,, concerned about the power of the 
President to. collect general political intelligence, stated 
that when Congress gives the FBI. certain powers in very 
specific statutes it does not extend them. 

Arthur Schlesinger raised the question whether the 
President has the authority to ask the FBI to look into the 
.activities of a certain group without having an existing 
statute authorizing the' FBI, to conduct such an investigation. 

Commenting on the dissemination of information to 
Congress and other' groups, former Agent Robert Wall stated: 
"The Internal Security Squad of the Bureau's Washington Field 
Office regularly disseminates letterhead memoranda" to the 
House un-American Activities Committee. These reports are 
the basis for their investigations of so-called radicals." 

Former Agent John Shaw said: "It is probably the 
chief responsibility of the Internal Security Section of the 
FBI. to disseminate information to other agencies. Most of 
the. internal security cases do not lead to prosecution. 
There are many investigations that are conducted for intelli- 
gence purposes only. ' The whole purpose of the investigation 
is preparation of the letterhead memorandum and a wide 
dissemination of it." 
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CHAPTER 12 

ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE 

By YJefi^^.sky and Nattial^e^in. ( j 

" ' During the discussion, Elliff referred to the Media documents 

and stated that it appeared to him that wiretaps reported all kinds of 
irrelevant data. 



Navasky questioned the use of wiretapping and commented that 
the criteria used to permit wiretapping is not clearly defined. He said 
former Agent Bill Turner stated that when he was an Agent, he conducted 
several unauthorized electronic surveillances. Navasky was especially 
concerned with how many wiretaps are set up by Government and local 
agencies which were definitely influenced by the FBI. 

William Bittman commented that one of the major problems 
with wiretapping is the fact that many taps have resulted from decisions 
by the Executive Branch and there is no external auditing body governing 
the Executive Branch. 

Navasky attacks the theory which gives the President authority 
to tap and bug without a warrant if national security is involved. He states 
that he does not think the Government should be allowed to listen in on 
international espionage matters since the Executive Branch has interpreted 
the use of wiretapping in national security matters for their own use. 

Mr. Lewin states, "I am in favor of meaningful judicial over- 
sight, of wiretapping and electronic surveillance --in other words, based 
on a warrant for a limited period of time. But I am afraid that as the act 
is construed by the present administration, fg,r too many cases are excluded 
from its reach by the national security exception. M 
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CHAPTER 13 



POLITICAL INFORMERS' 

by Frams^Donner /, -) 



The only change of any significance in this, chapter is 
the discussion , which is .not included in the papers we received 
previously, 

Donner was asked to explain what he means by the use 
of the word "political . " Donner said he means that the FBI uses 
its intelligence information to influence opinion-formation 
about politics. As an example, he cited Mr. Hoover's testimony 
before the. Senate Appropriations Committee on November 27, 1970, 
concerning the Berrigan brothers. He called this an attempt by 
Mr. Hoover to build' his own power and to affect opinion in a 
wholly illegitimate way, in conflict with the rights of the 
Harrisburg' defendants. 

John Elliff pointed out that Donner has strongly sug- 
gested that the FBI is fundamentally dependent and autonomous in 
its operations, but that the FBI's basic intelligence assignments 
which require informers, in fact, are not instigated by the FBI, 
but by the Attorneys General and by Presidents. Donner f s reply 
is in the form of a question: "What policy decision justifies 
infiltrating Earth Day demonstrations?" , y 

FraniTk^flngton, Executive Director, Americans for 
Effective Law Enforcement, pointed^ out "that within ten days of 
theT bombing of budes in Pontiac, Michigan, the FBI had that case 
solved because of an informant in the' Ku Klux Klan, and that he 
(Carringtoh) felt that is a good example of what good effects 
so-called political surveillance can have. He further indicated 
he felt this was the only way bombings* were going to be solved. 

Vern Countryman said he felt if the only way to detect 
a bombing is to. have the FBI infiltrate political organizations, 
he would rather the bombing go. undetected, no matter whether 
somebody was killed or not.' 

Carrington said he was sure the family of the victim 
would not agree'. Countryman did not feel that was any reason 
to repeal the Fourth and Fifth Amendments. 
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Chapter 14 

Why I Got Out Of It 
By Robert Wall 

This chapter was not included in the Conference papers 
we received originally. Wall apparently was asked to prepare 
it especially for the book. 

There is nothing new in the chapter that Wall has not 
already said in interviews and articles. He cites the same criticisms 
of the Bureau concerning investigations and surveillances of 
civil rights demonstrations , New Left activities, and antiwar 
demonstrations . 

Wall states that toward the end of his short "career" 
as an Agent, "I had begun to loathe myself for doing what I was 
doing. I had become sorely disillusioned by my work. I could 
no longer accept the platitudes and rationalizations offered 
by FBI directives and policy pronouncements." 

Wall said that during his first two years in the FBI 
he worked on criminal and applicant- type investigations, but 
it was not until he was assigned to internal security work in 
the Washington Field Office' that "I began to have my first serious 
doubts about the integrity of the organization, its motives, 
and its goals. " 

Wall concluded the chapter by telling of an incident 
at a Buffalo, New York, antiwar rally in May, 1971. He said 
he saw an FBI Agent observing the rally and approached him and 
asked, "What do you think about this?" 

The Agent replied, "You know we f re not paid to think." 
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CHAPTER 15 



THE BRITISH ANALOGY 

By J^S^Rql^h^ J 

This. :chap.ter, based on the Conference paper "Unlawful 
Scrutiny" presented by Rolph, is reprinted almost verbatim. 

In the conference discussion , Rolph stated that "there 
is nothing in Great Britain that will compare with the millions 
of dossiers one hears about in this country. There f s no law 
against compilation of .such information and I don f t think, my- 
self , that there should be." 

Vorenberg stated , "It strikes me there really isn f t 
any reason built into the structure of the politics in the 
two. countries why we should have ended up with the kind of 
agency the FBI has turned out to be. It really is more a 
.question of bad luck, of having had somebody .who has survived 
so many administrations and drawn so much power to himself . . . 
I don't think that one has to assume that this is the only 
kind of FBI. that one can live with." 

Rolph responded , "I find it difficult to .accept the 
idea that the possession of an- FBI is due to bad luck^ I 
think it might be near the truth to say that it's due to a 
mixture of' inherent romanticisms and boredom in a vast 
developing country." 
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CHAPTER 16 



THE FBI AND THE BILIr OF RIGHTS 
By Thomas I. Emerson 



There appears to. have been a deliberate effort on the 
part of the editors to slant material in this chapter against 
the FBI. Several instances are noted where word changes and 
deletions cast the Bureau in an unfavorable light. 

For example , "The building of the Bureau into a fiercely 
independent. . .professional organization" from the Conference 
papers becomes "The building of the Bureau into a smugly inde- 
pendent. . .professional organization. " 

In another statement , the original version of the 
paper says Mr. Hoover's pronouncements are "...intended to 
move government officials and the general public toward courses 
of action favored by the Bureau."' In the new version, Mr. Hoover 1 
pronouncements " v . .are intended to arouse government and public 
hostility against political groups disfavored by the Bureau." 

In another instance, a paragraph has been rewritten to 
read: "These undoubtedly do not cover all operations of the FBI 
that go beyond the bounds of the Constitutional limitations . " 

The following conclusions not in the original paper 
have been added: Summed up, the judicial system could do far 
more than it now does to protect "against infringements of the 
Bill of Rights, by the FBI and other police agencies." The 
courts, "have failed to adapt the ancient principles to the new 
conditions." "Particularly, they have failed to apply consti- 
tutional guarantees to. the civil liberties threats that are 
justified in the name of 'National Security. 1 " 

"The government is so obsessed with its law and order 
function, so ridden with bureaucratic loyalties, so vulnerable 
to its, own investigators, that it cannot be trusted to curb its 
police force. 

"The way must be shown by independent forces in the^ 
community whc represent the long-range aspirations of the society 
and are less, committed to the immediate fortunes of the adminis- 
tration in power." 
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In .the. discussion that followed presentation of the 
paper , Victor Navasky asks Emerson how much of the ideology 
that "...you identify, such as the equation of national security 
with the traditional way of American life., do you feel is con- 
scious and emanates from the top and trickles down..." and "how 
much is built into the mission of the FBI and into the systems...?" 

Emerson says both. He says Mr. Hoover was brought up 
at the time of the "Red Scares" and became imbued with a* 
messianic anti-communist philosophy which has permeated the 
Bureau. He contends that, on the other hand, "Any bureaucracy 
tends to develop in the direction it is originally set." 

Richard Wright .questions Emerson, and defends the 
FBI. He sees the FBI as viewing itself "as protecting the 
democratic decision-making processes for the rest of" us." 
He. thinks the. FBI and the government in general have the 
duty to. see that the radicals don't get' away with the pro- 
cess of intimidating other citizens*. He deplores the 
revolutionary .attempt to effect .change in this, country. 
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Chapter 17 

LESSONS OF THE CONFERENCE 

By Pat patters and 
S t ephein^^Tl er s. t 

Watters and Gillers state that the goal of the conference 
was not to reach a consensus or formulate resolutions. However, 
in editing the conference papers and discussion, there were certain 
recurring themes: 

— Is the FBI's performance in law enforcement as efficient 
and effective as the public interest demands? 

— How secret are Bureau operations and policy formulation, 
and to what extent are they subject to public control? 

— To what extent do the Bureau's activities threaten 
the civil rights and liberties of Americans? 

Watters and Gillers conclude that "the most important 
single step which should be taken to safeguard the Bill of Rights 
is to limit the statutory authority of the FBI." They state 
that the Bureau should only investigate those Federal laws over 
which it has been given jurisdiction; that a supplemental agency 
outside the FBI should have responsibility to investigate espionage 
and subversive activities; and that there should be further study 
of the FBI responsibilities in the loyalty-security area. 

They further state that Bureau policies and budgets 
should be followed by the Attorney General and, Congress to insure 
that the Bureau does not overstep its boundaries. They suggest 
that a Board of Overseers be composed of business and private 
persons with power to review Bureau policymaking, and that a 
Bureau ombudsman be established with the power to respond to 
individual citizens' claims of abuse or denial of rights. 

"Dissemination of derogatory information about individuals 
should generally be limited to the fact of conviction and not 
mere arrest," they state, and citizens "should have a right to 
see and challenge any information the FBI has accummulated about 
them." 
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The authors state that the FBI director should be 
prohibited from propagating a political ideology in books and 
articles. They also" say the FBI has used statistics to prove 
extraordinary success and to influence Congressional budgetary 
decisions. They suggest that the Bureau show less concern for 
its image and a great deal more concern for the rights of the 
Special Agent. 

The writers conclude that "the American people need 
more information about the FBI," They urge that legislative 
representatives consider a national commission of inquiry that 
would answer many of the questions concerning the Bureau. They 
comment that after fifty years, the FBI has" not had a thorough 
review , and suggest that freedom and good government require such 
a review in a democracy. 

"The question of who watches the watchers will always 
test a democracy's commitment to freedom/ 1 Watters and Gillers 
conclude, but "the nation has so far answered it by looking 
the other way. " 
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presemcel at tlia com^tt^s 1 
Fnnce^ca corie«*35^ cd the 
FBI tesl fall was an trgariita^ 

*e«sca by bara^acy, growing 



Ufea "tor 5« ycais, a powerful I creased use uf ln,osnKts. aite 
I federal sgewy hu uW had «i*{^ a ^ . u- 

*ifraedQi4'.anl £«d gM-emmcnt director of the FSI. Cray ftas-j 
* rwjuire bx a decs^cy." Wu«<i * w* oI Q I*, ft ' 1 

" sat«l Isiks mlh Ofay, accwd- 1 same . tiraf. Gray says fcc . 
jiog {& Cillers, *>B i>« Jhc warns to enhance tisa organua- ! 
[FBI's "©sserotoattsa cf <ien>- jtHa Hwv«r B2?5i up an^i not : 
^sy huArmatwo 5>«fi »P-sK' < tamper ?.iiJi iis bssac wissba. : 

in -ehft riti£$#- | »ng>^r was stffl 

oiase, attd^ a ?ropdssi for i ibe «ir 3»>at a« 
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mittt&e for Public Justice 

• 23 West m 3?«s* mk 
W**— V^~k ^u*^ a ****** 
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Clark* 
*ey Clark 

x Marshall 
ud Taylor 

ben (in fwimuon} 

$rti fi*rrm?m 
»i> Erjndo 

*rd fiuriinj: 

c*efer. IN 
ftobrrt Ciryio* 
»mift C&fc«ft 
- Commoner 

ir> \\\ a* VUM 

►it 

in Edriinsr* 

Eton*? 

, ffrndtrioii 
Kent> 

r; Htrfiaruter 
r< Kir*rd*i 

y M acta we 

f^ui Moore, Jf, 
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gglif to Know 




f&3 cJot^ot of tfi<5 Cfcttlfitfttsc 
/«r fs$£? Jvxtiw o* tt* "Cor** 

Xtvter thz G&tptevs of <xn&> 
t&iiez the Woofroio 

is * iKszxb&r of th<? Jfrfec York 
&$r~ - - 

By Sfte^Iraa C&fesij 

Oa Oct as** #X Con> 
totitte* fcr Fts&te Jui?tla* &nA'tM 
Vep&w Wilson Sife^ 
?xfect$m TJfchrasli? i$*kktorc5 

Priwttcjn. Mas ccn&irfase* tv*£* 
£u-«<tesr&ot fe» FBI. susd iu 

3v ft^ 3JLa -T^?^.^ <^ Uw,. 



cr b-«SH3S!fr fcy fi3*ia» iH* ife cf fefb«ftcraL Victor 2?ftt* 



to thtdr ^obf ^rbca thm 

-efig&ta »M^Sfii>^ tfe«^ <^2i 
lesst c^c the ze?srfc'32it t§iisat53©a f &. 

^softTCQis Ik his papess-*«sj« tjss 
2^51 ^SJl TU^fe sad 

Sot the c g &ycUy of tmcS^a^ te 
C^eiicy 2to U>o *?SS <s^F^^* - 



ail ^^tics. tlitt Intimacy 

actiriiy Oiit Invades lie 



^ta^ttei^ ac&YiUc*? Whet 
■lb* ^Dr^-ca?- .What are t**c 




aeyg gtmeat Farttaipftsis glas- 
ed l6%y*t$. Jaw prffife£fi&25V £fc!2V 

is not tsc atiftaa^ to gsxct« 
taatrtse the t&irtesst fcsr&?& 
cyastai bat^ees tte gfly tm* 

tit* c$ef«s*naa psrtfoss c? 

3?ut certain ^u^sfctoaa at 
££St £611 for CStis^aa; 

SxsmzGtiJte)? cosisrated coo* 

foKEflfto* ozt tfe£ bsm#* U to, 
I tMsfr, & tease <t£ oatr wHifca* 
System thst tfce pKsccssea of 
gtfwttmettt must hz ooffi^ct^ 

times W£$>$Vi^ tfcft pT55W3»p* 

ttat Is *s&£aat it, OsSy swap*** 

r^t to ftac**. :£ttfctto- 
feEs^sSg?; fc„a ss&jop co#tft4 

Pot^v ^ the- vrf*t car t&s 

feifoi'maticQ <*s 122* £BX except 
tfce bateau ii»2l£ eh coses 

jwotmeat ^rfr^vB Uim^ cp* 

But when tpvti^fil f&fci-m^ticn 
fcbm& the *^s?esu 



, <*&2&s&t irsfcu&a Gtttei&TK. 



fierce i^jd t^e Ims^?^^ c£ K^si - 



teo t^lrd of Xt&s. fe^3t^T5V 

of tins usaa teatfe? 
tsel 'tf ihf? «saja& sasa^^jil^&A 

fifrcsj X BJ^ Hs^er c3Mdh5 
grefiSc tfe3 Att^msy C&sieral ami' 

Kns^wwra v ^v«Sls^ Sat 
to&jte can i^-Stw 

j^taolfi^y- rwgUgeoi &l -its 
review *siiv5&e&, ^ ' 

As W^to? Piscu» eho^red fc" ' 

&t3 pJ^S* 0^ the ^5 £53 

it. s$$I?& J^Sf Ihit b ^ s 

t&fcp 

s^st has a ife Sftt Slv$ ye^* 

dxi&tVv ttl&tdL A^Ujsv 
go* out 

\ j&pmxt&z. * - T ^'- " " . 



*v&& &s or efc&d 

trai It? £jre w» . pf^kftSdd to 

^hsjo*. are q^uistic^ & people 
g&saM .«»wer caJy afiesr the 
as^c^t c*7£*?sJ r^sciioTU Swt the 

cszi gJcsa. £SCT5 racr^dba 
4fe»5K&?a3 ans net ^sg-^ . at 

- Tfca te'htsJ- e^«iMooa raised 

yj^a! of private riti* 

te25!sd to &asVf«n Cfe^^ress has 

V^sfe? ft to*?-* the £cmte 
mux* ^rtW tbs ^*xt directs 
1^ it uot act wttiicr, H 

ahsyl4 ta3;a the ^p&irtuniiy to 
esasfifcea tfcs bureau's cpUre optr- 
©itoft- Ite issi3«? here ^ind fa- 
t^TP^r ^nstcte4 id the kiad 
of-^^fipto ^ ^ant to br-p 

ttodr w^luiloa ceanot be left 
to * small gioup-of men who have 
agsagS&OT ac^xUre^ ^reat power 
„. 1fl». *jaotwit tmkaowjs — which. 

fc^V?f «X£T)d2«d for 

^-ia Sffa^9 Bot AiHy explored— 
v.v^o'ot zne^nia^ful reviev/ ot 
their acUvlK^i «m2 <5wlstons- 
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ccJis{<3 = red the 



• ?:£ ^ th«. 
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: . SssiUa «ai the 

phis «^^saJKy s 4 ^ ■e ^ K. 
«WM prated ^ ^ iJ;> 

n-a <h« ««« %wflft te afc5Kt 
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e'lice who \V*fi v-*iJlfax to Q?Uta 
£59 jf the to»iu> n- 

«cnm*H&d Iji'aI the f>Tnl!hs nc- 
<£*pl ami vetactsatly they s»& 
his {itfvjtt* ' t 

This story k not only twe; It 
&3r??*" B I*rf5*r? hv^e**? of 
thft*3 * day And it fcitfiH^Ms a, 

tejn. It ctos not serve tht in- 
tf.lvt&i»1— 5n his rote as con- 
iiuia?: *r o!h?n?:£$. If is set. up 
;fer q;u*iUty f r.^t *faalily t Gbr^p 
lawB^IU gfci ohfcftji stlcntfflrr (if 
sosy) fft»™ U;c courts and front 
S3ys *yMua tfc*t distributes IccjaI 
service Exiraitlyd lavrsuHs g$t 
eKjifrj^l^e attention. 
SnfrEj* the jwtiiicaifoi for this 
|©tt*_ii= finest £OS$ t^u VAty: amrid 
i^foit, mtei&y. lA\\y*rar time costs 

'snsf&cy. Turn f* only much 
taint iims *na lawyers' torti to 
no fi:rMJz z .i is n't i* rss*Kw*> i<* 



hi r?ls*tte to Ifcfc wiuwftrt ol money 
£Vi atltou involve*? 

SfcUs far prfjitijitar 
'Or tours*, tfcf m wcpi!m«. 
'ga&ife taraxtts ntrt for roonc?, 

£r**€*& io prevent *35c*at tflwtotf- 
iy:,*fm, io me^al yttiie* yr*5- 
tte£3* c^t5 involves jtfnrftffc 

*v> ttam involving Jai££ *":fcs off 



tea *f Awc rv ftto of 
inode^^ ^eaju vh* do" ™t Jswc 

ps*l from the Jes*! p roC oc5 and th* 

£rgbi^ ^ too V^U 
to cothfrr ^nji Efficiently." ■ 

Bat vfat «f { t ? yitLfc itebhr a 
phlio-&f>h^j conKm that 
should not 0Jl thewori 

and (^u^tec^ its Jftcihb^ edUtilsr < 

pt^^i^y^ j , 

the nil* of few UiAbalis^vs wcfe^l ' 
tO t^p the b5ttcStt.a*'rig»tfe»"I 



}V05H t& u> ? swths to £ „o umw for 
pr«3L Eafc the ^««2V' 3 m * 

.dnl fatwfwte ox.fts nietr.te» into 

gap* an<5.. ot , ltr I?130 ^ u ^ 
»««sa»ws for the <Mlrei> «rf 
, ^J|fM «niws. Bvtiti flUer tte «a. 

«ll*"fv 10 to fiaUrnceess; 

id 




n relation to the amount oi ^joncy] 
in action inv^vc^t j 

Oi coeir£%. there cgetpttour-j 
% ,watJ brtTCtiH* s.ro not tor Juraey, 
ml ior jjtktfpk— to protect fres 
?j>wt*>, to prevent onic!?a SSf^rlraJ- 
ti&tfriij to st*p Illegal iwita prai> 
ilces* 'Owes involving" principle 
?ii5r«i5 waive ft* much pt&at&Ji 
£3 thosa IjwJrtvtag lar^o sera c* 
poney, Bprcwsa imroMfgr sn»ti 
ginouato vt mousy— Sft» JiKfc sol 

Tfti."» type or piT^iot!&Tr* deter> 
xr.tac* the" jA&nnor i« tfhtoh w 
<T;>iiibaic Je^stl tcrvlws- It ex- 
^la5ni why mothor, dtssrt*; 

-l>y *<ir taubsndl c«m tft Htwiily 
for <&yji jn Uic m^cassni-Await^j 
of our family court? vilQ« 
the wtri&ier IWsant wakes his 
ajirauabSft by appointment thol 
-.palatial fe^nU court nous^ Trustf* 
Ihastcd amount of iht rcswree 
to £0 erounil; we must allocate 
wisely- 

^KUl ow ?r&gro&UHn overtook 
-olte-ttfiur- 3t for^ci* that « 
tth* Smith* ar* frn*J to wcd&oc 



t!M O* t'l* IC^-t 

system *r-* vrurfcfS fi?r thwnj 
it has, in fact, oacSufrxi lh«a from 
He operate*, not arcMmtafty tot 
bftcftga it 1^ c&nsti'isctrf do so. 

pragmatic S«*lths turn over that 
$40, an impartial $*5sci*le snScs®. 
For the Sfititfes* setUwRtfll <to?s Jiot 
depsaS, as w-Jtb jA<»t *ct1*«Kicttt£» 
on to:*s*(J3rrfcUon of tha chants 
sues***, the J^rtttUs^ 

had S3*s»r c?nl ch^wa pf 
cssr. It muM »{U Uw* coster to] 
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0Td|ia H?a; & ^ variant the cou^V 

?tt ^ ^ Ctenocflwrt 

(«H U.S. 371, JWj )paxM0 t&gt 
prorAfees 1g be ^ ^to^ r }- <^£- 
t*o» c* U-ls parfeps or this 

fi^twy* heie that CsnMc^ 

cut couia tm^r lh~ c!ve-proc- 

its &v 0 rcc courts %«c«us2 o^ 
IWr fn^MSlar to p^y tllo lUit,^ 

<fto+ tet™&*£c-?m J^^ S e of 

tl5Q COUTl ih&vldusa j n 

that cotcss c^i-si fe- E 

^^*»s^«l areas ttc courts 

>forrfs Aor?». «f she Xitw York 

«otfon in ^ r?C enL 5 w*3i 
fit ifeo.Uatajwity C f G^orgfa 3^ 

j™*?? w to the Judicial 

i'V^^^ 5 -" ^ tl»ts s^nsil <li?cii^ 
to bp Ttp^itain the jfchooVs Ls>v 
{Uo^w, Mr. Aorar* oaooiaaged J 
l^ur rcp;£^!s!ivc$- to r fl * 
^oias* ftrtif,^ i . 

•insure? i-jiff jtafcaw Zc5 wjcj^ 

l^iao 'te S e ft { 7Ct7»or. to the 
[Jtitfrcfet- sygtcia that c^rpoitUe 

^> 





The ^i,-^ ,i 7r2ft ^.j • si- 

•JSC JTSLTf ^ 

.fl!M» Of t »^ 
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Moorman' Dorson and Sipjpin Gffiers " ' 



■>•■ 




"Law, as a product, is no less essential than ottSSvgbods and services 
distributed by an organized society. . .and in oKiegal system, lawyWs 
play the dominant distributive role?" ' * v - 4 -.y-*'-. 



&&or'$ note: Fased vtiih tho prospect of 
*t profusion ttou&te current slso 
by Jt&S, &o America* Association fcs* 
treated a nlnaroembet Yetfc Force oft 
Professional Uh'Hsatfon to fovestisste 
wys of cfcstffts *R(t a potenlfcl orejv 
cbimdMHte af Jav^erc Wiih ths nuiabar of 
first-year te\t students <Sa^0D) tvtfcs ©s 
high as project m^ber of fob* 
^■C4,5^p) av«!tt!>3 tftetn y/ftttt (hey 

eoft$Wsr wh^^fr/ th& law prtleicTor^ lyko. 
iho ttfcdica! profession, shou?(f f c$ir?ct ^ftV 
master of pc-raons cfiglbte io become 

c^n^er, 1571} end no fa^U dtv^rco fi real 
possibility, mwry oi ilis brea^dn^&Sisr 
-fcurcsi?!* lav^ej* hwe ted¥lian&;ty relied 
^ tfSsapp?^ The iw«jb«r <rf lieSQft- 

fcsn$f«3ion o( f^or^l m^nsy fe Imminent 
?5*o ^Uslic? lo^k ^?frn? yet iha «rst 

Bmard t«w srat!^a*o and Hevweek'* 

pr^W leg£i JnjurcRfio v;hleh rosy 5^ 
^raT6 fwd for a ^ig^ific^nl tnefcas^ 
jn tito numlK?r pr lav^r^ i n tho sriUe 
"b$ltsiy t I^jdrpr -Doisto 9 * WU josser 



chalmwn fhalCo^mlta^ for Pit^ ;^^pon ^ t womei> fro J l^>m?nB 
tic JusSfee, and St&phwi Giife?^ Qto 00^* \is^m»^ox create inew {ol?S- Tlte firsl zq- 
m!«ee'£ ^cclo? ©ndl $tso a wnWbu^_, *|^e-^^ bo c'soilou* m^tBJce*'©^ 
cdilor oJ Jof& Oo^or, ^rgat tel.^j'fe^ .( irotlva^J by the ccncort)s,of 
\hm 3 cl^t, ttm?e fesllv might bo a sfcaiW : ASA p/«xs!(ier>t-€s!ect Bo^rt V* 1 , Reserve, 
ago of ra^£f$. ^; • ^ je^miy forest ^isrwpaoA" « Vjr 

. / sr w V_ ■'fr^^lfe^'ffi^V^ reach yiwr whD\ could 

Tne AmeffC^? 5&r A^sodfallon 5 properfy, . find n^B»9 ^ tfo m rafeo Htt irfth iho 
conceroojl because our la^ sc^joolft a?a^£$&ev& (h^toAi «e?/ fobs'iwsi b& crc- 
^raduatins \&*ye?z e« a fas!ef rate iha* ft!^ W not «imp?y to n>a^ ivori T^c 

V^i^vo^^ W major p^iilcipsnis m fela- 
lioswhlps ba^tt 1 ^ {AdrvlJuals btKveen 
the JndKiduat aikf tte^iate* By providing 
^cess io courts and cgencues, jA.^i c'rs 
iwmil-us to ava not slm^v in a rtelion of 
to 1 ^ byt in a n2£kkn 0! enicztezbtg iay/s, 
Ihls injccUon oLthe ij^to of* law; 1 
woto the fete Ju$t!C0 John Harisn b*l 
UfHrt ift &o<?t?ie CcfiQOdJcvt, /'Inst «4r 
Jow society to recp th3 bcneHU of rsioci* 
ing Mtai pc4it?ca? tecorists w« tho ^:at? 

§wt the ru?6 of !av; is no nioro abstract 
notion, Jvtticc Harlan aiio rccogn f zed. 
ftis cor»frat to naturo and qua^t^ of cyr 
ifces. It on6t>lc3 113 *'io govern JoarJ at- 
fairs defmiiety sttifo Joyrj dilfeiahces 
in a^t ortferfy, predictk^ ^&nnoc V/^lK?yi 



jur soc^aiy cfcar^s Jol?s for them. Uon 
Jaworsfc\ the A9A PiMdent, has eppojnl^ 
cd a nlrKyniowbef fs^k force to study Uh^ 
P^wcm. tnis body wltt dsa^iwt^ somo 
tightening "st^trsito: 

* to tho ite decade, American >av^st^K>ol 
enrollment raoro than <t0i4?^d..lft^ra 
v«re aboul *f f SO0 f^w ^luderrfs In t9$t; 
94,503 in :1971. ^crease mainly ro- 
tiocte larger gf^d^aU^ classes rsthcj 
thfen the opening ^nov.' taw VohooJg. 

* A? tho torrent growth rate, by 19^4 thorc 
v*M bo 30,00D'new Iswyors yearly. But 
thero will bo less than hatt that many 
job op^nJiT^s in slrtctly io^al work esch 
yoar. h 

* By \he nymber of layers in lht? 
nation v«il bo at leas! doubie, " 
Tncre saom 10 bo iwo ^ogiccf ro- 

spon^ss ts thTs problem: Eiihor d^courea? 



-oooieiy nasiemwro^^ with their fair 

-sNars&f fee rule of law" ^ ' ; -; ! / > 



«pch a, system/ sod**| orsanhJK? 
trid. cohesion ate virtual ty impossible 

IWnk of then, as a product, less 
fem$tote biilno tess essentia* tfcan othOF 
OODtfs and swfeos distributed by &n or- 
ganized $?oc*«?ty, v/o distribute this prod- 
ocv ©5 distribute othar fWOdUCis, 
through a natttort or system; and In oyr 
fc$ai system, lawyers play tho dominant 
distributive joU). Reasonably access fo 
tawybf*, in short, permit* access to our 
system, to tha rtrto of Jaw and to ftrti 
pa^clpfttktti In dvJIfcad society. 

Given iho taporteAC* of the legal sys- 
tem, a fe appal^ ltot wo havo fe&d to 
ptovvde fill our tittegn? with reasonable 
actfcs? ip it For example, the 2,200 CEO 
tewycts and their siaie-funded counter- 
paw oarmot tegin to ro^ot the tegaJ r,cccfs 
of Ihe gallon's 25 rol Woo poor adequately- 
metis tthteft. because ol Ui* unique prob- 
lems of the poor, ere often greater than 
thoss or the nuddte-ckss cWzm. 
*-0flO need snty spend soiflo time la a 
firfohborlv&od te?/ office to *e& the prob- 
tern first hand, the staff Is overworked, 
tfce tawyor caseload h h\$h. and 1he 
tentfon tftat.csn.be $Wen fcr?Uen!3 is often 
toetfeouata, resvU Is frequently an 
oi j& war enthoaasqt vt$\\ as a 
to* of dials' righte. 



S tto p%bi ot t;;o Jtt| 



EquaHy troubling 
many ftiSitiajps o! American* wto fsN oul 
sids th* narrow mofletaiy otfElifiestfcn fc^ 
froo tegal assistance yet a/ejiof abto to 
afford satisfactory ropr£softfa*ton. These 
&ftt !he sfcopteepcrs. tho irfuo-co?!*r worfc 
ers, t&o nrfcntial v*or*c>'s— and a?l oro in- 
creasing!/ £r*jry e^tf f^srrafsc?. for 
tws of this 9foup f as v&Xl bs for lbs ve?r 
Poor, fevers and the *bVo£ onfe* 
tfreir lives ^nty dsfeasivel^.^^fof^ at 
toe tes! ^eip^rate .moment Har^'db Ur-cse 



elective alternativo to the repress o5 
!?evaLnce3 by anHAOCjal u^fln^-and than 
teii Jo provids tho teg^ fenow-tow to maS;o 
Ui^ prlnc?p?i^^ roafiiyfor a^! ^egmcn^ ot^ • 
1H& oommontty- tti& uoxt o^otRn £>t*p, 
therefore, is to create tho jobs for thi lero^i 
Yi&k itiat already oxJsts biH has booa r^- _ 
Reeled. 

^re e ouiftbef of vvay^ to do this. 
Fo«dl?^ ?or neJ$nbOftood law officer 
should fcs subsl&ntia^y Inofessed end - 
CTpOf o *uch of fices opened. A gwsrnfnent- ^ 
Isuyer program should b& 



coynscta^ye?* v/l^:f> faced vylih «s^ro^ r^ed to assist peopto vv^ t though abte 
phonal «r Sn&nete! prob^«x Sooi^ m So p^y somcih?^ teok sufficient fwnds for 
short, hi&^^d to protfda.fc vast ODm^^^fwto lo^ h^tp-^&n tm<kri. Group 
ofourf^rov/cKtzcnsv^tbeh- feir Jo$ai fcwir<mco wd^fedjsgrg, 

offewlooflav. . T ^ . r ^ tf ^ tin dosojwe carofot 

' Pe^tiepi »c to^ciwvDOiis^ bsc-rt yTe^: '^:^W^^mcne» m of 4 thT valve of l^ei 
Jr^ bgat essisla^co as a luxury, its ara^..>^ife(snoe ^ftoufd bz hvcreased so that 
abi^ty ten <o the whirls of tho raar^^pec^o. seek o&^^r on a prevented 
placo- U9^^ 9re a n^jssJJy. V/e m-^ ^ com& to rc5y on ite few ^ rooan- 
rp?otv& to uso tt?e resources and povj&s? V^ul to th^f d^jly ibt$$~~ r " 
of swniRwnt to brins tha bsn^Hls ^ ih© vflt b ^erov Wiero wfti bstn6 difV 

otfer to cltfua^. , ' - ^ ^ 

To do xki$, m mtf b^&i&.ihB yct& Given tbo scarcijy xl iav^rs aw 
ber of la^y$f$, .Oi dqurso t it wou?d S»&; : .,$$Fftto Jargo so^mertts of Uio-poptitelion, 
cymcal to onc^^&^^im^ po^ty to ^o - w sit&S so&n fir»d ourselves ceiling for 
to law school lt:1h^re afe nb Jobs i&ff&r* is^m nitJtsr thaa fa^w r^T/or« ^nd soek- 
S?*dt!2t«jQ- ft eqi:^/ wdfis ta procigtm • ^ ipora tewztltoote imtza6 of disoo*JW&-i 
t^e tv^ ot JsW & gewnmg pnncjp^--iirK&> ftow oft^s. Q - ' 
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No*ot ISAT 
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> tto+ of Sawyers - j 
tWtoO Swtes** j 


1950-51 


8.74S 


53,025 - " 


* - . 20.113 


' 12,015 • 


221 .©35 * 


1955-56 


n.755 


. 40^47 " 


14.815 - 




na". - • 


1C60-61 


53':eoo 


43.695 - 


* 16,001 


" 9.982 ■" 


V 285,933 


19S5-S5 


45.26S 


*^ 


\ 18.703 


- 12,763 


h... -NA 


1.S69-70 


77,900 


72,032 "' 


26,470 


18.656 ' 


NA 


1970-71 


107.147 


86.02S 


24.677- 


17v3S4 


355.242 


1971-72 


118.000 

(EtlifootCdl 


97,293 


NA 
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